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THE | AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR ET 
AL., APPELLANTS, 


THE BUCK’S STOVE AND RANGE COMPANY. 


No. 1916. Decided March 11, 1909. 


*Appeal by defendants from a decree of 
the Supreme Court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, in Equity, No. 27,305, in suit to 
enjoin a boycott. Modified and affirmed. 

Mr. J. H. Ralston, Mr. F. L. Siddons, 
and Mr. Alton B. Parker for the appel- 
lants. 

Mr. J. J. Darlington and Mr. Daniel 
Davenport for the appellees. 

Mr. Justice Robb delivered the opinion 
of the Court: 

This is a bill of complaint on behalf 
of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, 
of St. Louis, Mo., against the American 
Federation of Labor, a voluntary associa- 
tion, Samuel Gompers, its president, its 
eight vice-presidents, its secretary, and 

*Changes of type and paragraphing ours.—Ep. 





certain other defendants local to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. After hearing upon 
the bill and defendants’ return to the rule 
to show cause, an injunction pendente 
lite was granted. Evidence was there- 
upon taken by each side, and a final hear- 
ing had which resulted in the following 
decree: 


“The above-entitled cause coming on at this 
time for final hearing, and having been sub- 
mitted to the court by the respective parties, 
through their solicitors, upon the pleadings and 
the evidence, and having been duly considered, 
it is thereupon by the court this 23rd day of 
March, A. D. 1908, adjudged, ordered and de- 
creed that the defendants, The American Fed- 
eration of Labor, Samuel Gompers, Frank Mor- 
rison, John B. Lennon, James Duncan, —- 
Mitchell, James O’Connell, Max Morris, Denis 
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A. Hayes, Daniel J. Keefe, William D. Huber, 
Joseph F. Valentine, Rodney L. Thixton, Clin- 
ton O. Buckingham, Herman C. Poppe, Arthur 
J. Williams, Samuel R. Cooper, and Edward L. 
Hickman, their and each of their agents, ser- 
vants, attorneys, confederates, and any and all 
persons acting in aid of or in conjunction with 
them or any of them be, and they hereby are, 
perpetually restrained and enjoined from con- 
spiring, agreeing or combining in any manner 
to restrain, obstruct or destroy the business of 
the complainant, or to prevent the complainant 
from carrying on the same without interference 
from them or any of them, and from énterfering 
in any manner with the sale of the product of 
the cotmplainant’s factory or business by defend- 
ants, or by any other person, firm or corpora- 
tion, and from declaring or threatening any 
boycott against the complainant, or its business, 
or the product of its factory, or against any per- 
son, firm or corporation engaged in handling or 
selling the said product, and from abetting, aid- 
ing or assisting in any such boycott, and from 
printing, issuing, publishing or distributing 
through the mails, or in any other manner, any 
American Federationist, 


copies or copy of the 

or any other printed or written newspaper, 
magazine, circular, letter or other document or 
instrument whatsoever, which shall contain or 


in any manner refer to the name of the com- 
plainant, its business or its product in the ‘We 
Don’t Patronize’ or the ‘Unfair’ list of the de- 
fendants, or any of them, their agents, servants, 
attorneys, confederates, or other person or per- 
sons acting in aid of or in conjunction with 
them, or which contains any reference to the 
complainant, its business or product in connec- 
tion with the term ‘Unfair’ or with the ‘We 
Don’t Patronize’ list or with any other phrase, 
word or words of similar import, and from pub- 
lishing or otherwise circulating,’ whether in 
writing or orally, any statement, or notice, of 
any kind or character whatsoever, calling atten- 
tion to the complainant’s customers, or of deal- 
ers or tradesmen, or the public, to any boycott 
against the complainant, its business or its prod- 
uct, or that the same are, or were, or have been 
declared to be ‘Unfair,’ or that it should not be 
purchased or dealt in or handled by any dealer, 
tradesman, or other person whomsoever, or by 
the public, or any representation or statement 
of like effect or import, for the purpose of, or 
tending to, any injury to or interference with 
the complainant’s business, or with the free and 
unrestricted sale of its product, or of coercing 
or inducing any dealer, person, firm, or corpo- 
ration, or the public, not to purchase, use, buy, 
trade in, deal in, or have in possession stoves, 
ranges, heating apparatus, or other product of 
the complainant, and from threatening or in- 
timidating any person or persons whomsoever 
from buying, selling, or otherwise dealing in the 


complainant’s product, either directly, or 
through orders, directions or suggestions to 
committees, associations, officers, agents, or 


others, for the performance of any such acts or 
threats as hereinabove specified, 
any manner 
interfering 

ant’s business, 
the State of Missouri, or in 
Territories of the United States, 


and from in 
obstructing, 


whatsoever impeding, r 
complain- 


with or restraining the 
trade or commerce, whether in 
other States and 
or elsewhere 





wheresoever, and from soliciting, directing, aid- 
ing, assisting or abetting’ any person or persons, 
company or corporation to do or cause to be done 
any of the’acts or things aforesaid. 

“And it is further adjudged, ordered and de- 
creed that the complainant recover against the 
defendants the cost of this suit, to be taxed by 
the Clerk, and that it have execution therefor as 
at law.” : 

[The complainant is a manufacturer of 
stoves and ranges, and its business repre- 
sents an investment of about $1,000,000, 
and its sales each year amount to about 
$1,250,000 and extend throughout the va- 
rious States and Territories of the United 


States. 
The American Federation of Labor in- 
cludes nearly two million wage-earners 


in the United States and Canada. Under 
the constitution of the Federation its 
members are classified according to their 
trades into separate groups or organiza- 


tions. In St. Louis there is a Metal Pol- 
ishers Union and various other local 
unions. In addition there is the St. Louis 


Central Trades and Labor Union com- 
posed of the local unions. In August, 
1906, certain metal polishers employed in 
complainant’s factory became involved in 
a controversy with the complainant and 
simultaneously withdrew from complain- 
ant’s employ; in other words, struck. 
Thereupon the Metal Polishers’ Union de- 
clared the complainant “unfair” to organ- 
ized labor and published the declaration 
in their local labor journal, issued circu- 
lars to the same effect, and in various 
ways sought to boycott complainant’s 
product. Thereafter application was made 
to the Central Trades and Labor Union 
for an endorsement of the boycott, and in 


November, 1906, such endorsement was 
made. 
The American Federation of Labor in 


November of each year holds a conven- 
tion, which is composed of delegates from 
the various subordinate bodies. At the 
November, 1906, convention a resolution 
was introduced for an endorsement of the 
action of the St. Louis bodies in their con- 
troversy with the complainant and to have 

complainant published in the “We Don’t 
Patronize” list of the AMERICAN FEDERA- 
TIONIST, the official organ of the Federa- 
tion. This resolution was referred to the 
Executive Council with power to act, and 
said council at its next meeting in March, 
1907, placed complainant and its product 
upon the “We Don’t Patronize” list of the 
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Federation and directed the publication 
thereof in said list in the FEDERATIONIST, 
and such publication was thereafter made. 
The Executive Council is composed of the 
President, Secretary, Treasurer, and the 
eight Vice-Presidents of the Federation. 
Immediately following the action of said 
Executive Council in so placing complain- 
ant upon said list of the Federation the 
following circular was given wide pub- 
licity: 
“IMPORTANT NOTICE! 

The Executive Council of the American 
Federation of Labor, in session at Wash- 
ington, D. C., March 18-23, 1907, placed 
the 

Buck’s Stove & Range Company, 
of St. Louis, on the 
Unfair List. 

The publication of this concern will be 
made in the ‘We Don’t Patronize’ list 
commencing in the May issue of the 
AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST. 

This firm is commencing to advertise 
in daily papers all over the country, en- 
deavoring to offset the above action. All 
members take notice. Appoint commit- 
tees to visit the dealers and bring it to the 
attention of all friends of organized 
labor.” 

The effect of the action of the local and 
national bodies upon the business of the 
complainant was immediate and far-reach- 
ing. In St. Louis dealers were waited 
upon by officers and representatives of the 
various local organizations, notably the 
Central Trades and Labor Union, and 
were told that they must cease handling 
complainant’s product or they would 
themselves be boycotted. On October 18, 
1907, which it will be noted was subse- 
quent to the action of the Federation in 
endorsing the position of the local bodies, 
a committee composed of the secretary of 
the Central Trades and Labor Union, the 
vice-president of the Metal Polishers 
Union, and a representative of the Interna- 
tional Metal Workers Union, called upon 
the St. Louis House Furnishing Company 
and notified the company that if it did not 
cease handling the product of the com- 
plainant it- would be boycotted. The rep- 
resentative of the company informed the 
committee that the company had about 
$5,000 worth of Buck’s stoves and ranges 
on hand, and offered to discontinue deal- 
ing with the complainant if the committee 


would purchase the stoves the company 
had in stock. This the committee refused 
to do, and left with the admonition that 
if the company did not stop it would be 
put upon the “unfair” list. Thereupon, 
the company continuing to handle the 
product of the complainant, a boycott 
against it was prosecuted by the local 
unions, and circulars were distributed in 
the following form: 


“BOYCOTT 
ST. LOUIS HOUSE FURNISHING 
CO., 


go4 Franklin Ave., 
AGENT FOR BUCK’S STOVES AND 
RANGES, 
—which are— 
UNFAIR TO ORGANIZED LABOR. 


Metal Polishers Union No. 13. 
Stove Mounters No. 86. 


Endorsed } Steel Range Workers No. 34. 
by: Central Trades and Labor 
Union of St. Louis and 


vicinity.” 

H. D. Hackman, a hardware dealer of 
St. Louis, and the Hencken & Broeken- 
Kroeger Furniture Company, of East St. 
Louis, were also boycotted for dealing in 
complainant’s product. 

Notices were given other local dealers, 
but, owing to their acquiescence in the de- 
mands made upon them, further action 
was not taken against them. The action 
taken in St. Louis is typical of that pur- 
sued throughout the country. 

The Strauss-Miller Co., of Cleveland, 
Ohio, was compelled to cancel all back or- 
ders and abandon all relations with com- 
plainant owing to the position taken by. 
the labor unions of that city. 

The H. L. McElroy Co., of Youngs- 
town, Ohio, after a conference with union 
representatives, wrote complainant: “It 
would be a serious calamity for us to be 
compelled to change our line at this time, 
but we cannot endanger the success of 
our entire business by arousing the an- 
tagonism and animosity of the labor 
unions.” 

Bass & Harbour, of Oklahoma City, 
after an interview with labor representa- 
tives, wrote complainant that they “found 
it a good deal cheaper to stay out of the 
trouble than to get into it.” 

Alonzo Miller, of Staunton, IIl., wrote 
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that he had been waited upon by a com- 
mittee from the Miners, Clerks, and Labor 
Unions, who stated the union’s side of the 
controversy with complainant. The letter 
closes with: 

“They therefore forbid me of selling the Bucks 
stove any way shape or form and if I did they 
would boycott me and of course I cannot ruin 
my business on account of your stoves.” 

Under date of September 30, 1907, 
Miller wrote to complainant that a motion 
was carried in the local union to fine any 
member who should buy a Buck’s range 
or heater. The letter concludes: 

“If you do not send your man I will send these 
stoves and ranges back at once, as I will not ruin 
my business on account of your stoves.” 

J. H. Kaufman & Co., of Aberdeen, 
Wash., wrote complainant that they had 
been advised by the Trades Council that 
complainant’s stoves and ranges had been 
boycotted by the labor union on account 
of strike. The letter concludes that, if 
the difficulty was not soon settled, the 
concern would be compelled to discon- 
tinue dealings with complainant. 

The Brownfield-Canty Carpet Co., of 
Butte, Mont., wrote in part as follows: 

“We have been notified by the Labor Union of 
Butte that we must stop handling your line as 
your Company has been declared unfair to Labor. 
We know nothing about the affair only what a 
circular from the Metal Polishers’ Union says, 
but as Butte is the strongest Union City in the 
Union we will have to quit the line.” 

Baker & Gidcumb, of Harrisburg, IIL, 
wrote that the union people of that city 
would not allow them to handle complain- 
ant’s goods. 

F. W. Schneck & Co., of Milwaukee, 
Wis., wrote that they had been notified by 
a “Vice-President of the International 
Union of N. A.” that the complainant was 
on the “unfair” list, and that they would 
be reported as complainant’s agents or 
representatives unless some settlement 
was made. 

A letter dated September 9, 1907, from 
one of complainant’s customers at Great 
Falls, Mont., stated that their plans to put 
in a carload of complainant’s product had 
been “knocked in the head by the Unions 
in the town” requesting the firm not to 
handle complainant’s product, which re- 
quest, the firm added, “is equal to a de- 
mand.” 

A letter dated October 12, 1907, from 
the Davenport Furniture and Carpet Co., 


of Davenport, Iowa, contained the infor- 
mation that the firm had been waited on 
by labor union representatives, “who 
stated there was now a boycott on against 
your Co., and would be against all people 
handling your product.” 

A letter from Mobile, Ala., stated that 
the firm had received a notice from the 
local labor organization of the boycott 
against complainant’s stoves, and a re- 
quest that the firm cease handling them, 
which the letter adds “of course I refused 
to do, telling them that we had contracted 
ahead with you for your stoves and that 
we were compelled to use them and asked 
them not to put us on the unfair list, ow- 
ing to our circumstances, but I don’t know 
what the committee will do.” 

A letter from Louisville, Ky., from one 
of complainant’s customers, stated that 
they had been notified by representatives 
of the local labor organizations that if 
they handled complainant’s stoves they 
were liable to be considered as unfair to 
union labor. 

A letter from Galesburg, IIl., read in 
part as follows: 

“A committee representing the Buffers and 
Metal Polishers’ Union of this city called upon 
us today at the request of a similar union in your 
city. They claim you are on what they call ‘the 
unfair list’ and requested us to take action in the 
matter and discontinue handling your goods. 
This looks like ‘boycott’ to us. Thev are coming 
again to talk the matter over.” 

F. S. Bode, of Kenosha, Wis., wrote 
that he needed stoves but could not han- 
dle them owing to the labor unions in his 
city. His letter concludes: “Always had 
nice dealings with you but I’m forced to 
do this.” 

A letter from the Schunk-Marquardt 
Co., of Toledo, Ohio, stated that: 

“Again we have been notified by the Labor 
Unions that the Buck Stoves & Range Co. are still 
on the unfair list, and that if we continue to han- 
dle Buck Stoves and ranges they will Boycott 
us. Not only on Buck Stoves and Ranges, but 
on all hardware.” 

Similar letters were received from many 
other cities, but we do not deem it neces- 
sary to make further allusion to them in 
this connection. 

Different traveling salesmen of com- 
plainant testified to loss of patronage in 
different cities because of representations 
made by representatives of labor unions 
that dealers handling Buck’s stoves would 
themselves be boycotted. 














The bill charges that the publication of 
concerns in the “We Don’t Patronize” list 
of the FEDERATIONIST is 
“for the purpose of singling out and designating 
individuals and concerns so named, and of noti- 
fying their customers, and the public generally, 
and all the members of said twenty-seven thou- 
sand local unions in their several localities, and 
of the several National and International Unions, 
State Federations and Central City Labor Unions 
that they are to be treated by them as unjust and 
hostile to the unions upon whose application such 
action is based, and that their business, products, 
and customers are to be boycotted, by each and 
all the members of the American Federation of 
Labor and their friends and sympathizers, and 
that the whole power of its vast organization and 
combination is to be used against them to injure 
and destroy their business thereby, and that all 
the members of The American Federation of 
Labor are to abstain from purchasing or using 
said products, and from dealing with any person 
who purchases, handles or uses said product.” 

The bill proceeds to set out specific in- 
stances of boycotts against complainant’s 
patrons because they had continued to 
handle complainant’s stoves. 

In answer to these averments in respect 
to the publication in the “We Don’t Pat- 
ronize” list of the FEDERATIONIST de- 
fendants 
“deny that the purpose thereof is to use ‘the whole 
power of its (American Federation of Labor) 
vast organization and combination’ ‘tc injure and 
destroy their (those not patronized) business 
thereby.’ They deny that said ‘We Don’t Patron- 
ize’ list prohibits or interferes with any constitu- 
ent organization or its members ‘dealing with any 
person who purchases, uses or handles said prod- 
uct. 

They also disclaim knowledge concern- 
ing specific instances of boycotting men- 
tioned in the bill. 

The first question, therefore, to be de- 
termined is whether the defendants were 
connected with, and under this complaint 
responsible for, the acts above set forth. 
The complainant on the one hand con- 
tends that the action of said Executive 
Council and the publication in the “We 
Don’t Patronize” list of the FEDERATIONIST 
signified to each labor union throughout 
the land that they were to boycott not 
only complainant’s product but all those 
who upon demand did not cease business 
dealings with complainant. In other 
words, that what actually happened was 
the result intended. The defendants, on 
the other hand, earnestly contend that 
the sum total of their offending has been 
a concerted severance of business inter- 
course with complainant, and that they 
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are not responsible for what actually oc- 
curred. 

The record shows that Mr. Gompers 
has been the president of the Federation 
since 1886 and that he is a man of ability 
and a natural leader of men. It is appar- 
ent from a perusal of the record that dur- 
ing all these years he has been a domi- 
nant factor in the affairs of the Federa- 
tion, and that the general policy of organ- 
ized labor throughout the land is shaped 
and controlled by the association of which 
he is the president. The record shows that 
a very large number of boycotts have been 
declared and prosecuted by the Federation 
inthepast, and that as a result of these boy- 
cotts considerable litigation has ensued. 
The decisions of the courts in the various 
labor cases where the boycott has been 
under consideration have been the subject 
of frequent discussion by Mr. Gompers 
and he has frequently issued instructions 
and advice to the members of the Federa- 
tion both in the annual conventions of the 
Federation and through the editorial col- 
umns of the FEDERATIONIST. We will brief- 
ly review the previous position of the 
Federation in respect to the boycott in our 
effort to ascertain the significance of the 
“We Don’t Patronize” list. 

In the annual convention of 1894 dele- 
gates from an organization that had re- 
fused, or neglected, to enforce a boycott 
against a wholesale clothing house were 
not seated, and it was resolved “to recom- 
mend to the public and organized labor 
to refuse to patronize or deal with any 
retail clothier handling the goods of said 
manufacturers.” 

The convention of 1899 was held at De- 
troit, Mich. Mr. Gompers, in his annual 
report to that convention under the head 
“Boycott—The Right and Practice,” said: 

“It has been my purpose for some time 
to present, in a comprehensive manner, 
the right of the workers to employ the 
power of the ‘Boycott.’ With that object 
in view, the editorial appearing in the Octo- 
ber issue of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST, 
under the caption, ‘The Boycott as a le- 
gitimate weapon, was written and pub- 
lished. It is commended to your serious 
consideration.” 

This report was referred to a commit- 
tee, which in its report endorsed the above 
editorial and urged its careful reading. In 
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the editorial referred to Mr. Gompers 
said: 

“A sympathetic boycott is as legal and legiti- 
mate as a sympathetic strike. Just as men may 
strike for any reason, or without any reason at 
all, so may they suspend dealings with mer- 
chants or others for any reason or for no reason 
at all. Thus a boycott may extend to an entire 
community without falling under the condem- 
nation of any moral or constitutional or statu- 
tory law. But I shall be triumphantly told, 
Boycotters never do confine themselves to moral 
suasion and appeal; that they resort to threats, 
intimidation and coercion, and it is this which 
makes what is called ‘compound boycotting’— 
that is, boycotting which extends to parties not 
concerned in the original dispute—criminal and 
aggressive. This sounds very plausible. 
It is easy to deduce from such premises that 
boycotters interfere with property rights and 
the pursuit of lawful callings, and that under 
the national and State constitutions, to say noth- 
ing about explicit anti-conspiracy laws, they are 
to be held civilly and criminally liable. 

But this ,argument about the employment of 
threats and intimidation is fallacious and super- 
ficial. Its apparent validity disappears when, not 
satisfied with ugly-looking words, we demand pre- 
cise definitions. No one pretends for a moment 
that it would be proper for a boycotter to ap- 
proach a merchant and say ‘You must join us in 
suspending all dealings with that employer, or 
newspaper, or advertiser, on pain of having your 
house set on fire or physical assault.’ This would 
be an unlawful threat, and people who would trv 
to enlist others in their campaign by threats of 
this character would certainly be guilty of a 
criminal conspiracy. Do boycotters use such 
threats? Do they contend for the right to employ 
force or threats of force? Our worst enemies 
do not contend that they do. They ‘threaten,’ but 
what do they threaten? They ‘intimidate,’ but 
how? Let Judge Taft, who issued his sweeping 
anti-boycotting injunction, be a witness on this 
point. He said: ‘As usually understood, a boy- 
cott is a combination of many to cause a loss to 
one person by coercing others against their will 
to withdraw from him their beneficial interests 
through threats that unless those others do so 
the many will cause similar loss to them.’ 

No man in his senses will dispute this axiomatic 
proposition, namely, that a man has a right to 
threaten that which he has a right to carry out. 

: You may tell a man that if he does a 
certain thing, you will never speak to him or call 
at his house. This is a threat, but it is a threat 
that you have a right to make. Why? Because 
vou have a right to do what you threaten. The 
same thing is strictly true of boycotting. ‘ 
A man may be coerced bv actual force, by the 
threat of force, or by indirect means which the 
law cannot and does not prohibit. Coercion by 
a threat to suspend dealings is, to revert to our 
illustration, in the same category with coercion 
through a threat to cease friendly intercourse. 

; Labor claims the right to suspend eal- 


ings with any and all who refuse to support what 
it considers its legitimate demand.” 

In his testimony Mr. Gompers took oc- 
casion to say that he had not uttered a 
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word of which he was not proud and 
which he would not reaffirm. Counsel 
for the defendants in their brief refer to 
this editorial as correctly setting forth 
the position of organized labor in respect 
to the boycott. 

lhe 1905 convention adopted a report 
from the Committee on Boycotts, in which 
it was stated: 

“We must recognize the fact that a boycott 
means war, and to successfully carry on a war 
we must adopt the tactics that history has shown 
are most successful in war. The greatest master 
of war said that ‘War was the trade of a bar- 
barian, and the secret of success was to concen- 
trate all your forces upon one point of the enemy, 
the weakest, if possible. In view of these facts, 
the committee recommends that the State Federa- 
tions and Central Bodies lay aside minor griev- 
ances and concentrate their efforts and energies 
upon the least number of unfair parties or places 
in their jurisdiction. One would be preferable. 
If every available means at the command of the 
State Federations and Central Bodies were con- 
centrated upon one such, and kept up until suc- 
cessful, the next on the list would be more easily 
brought to terms, and within a reasonable time 
none opposed to fair wages, conditions or hours 
but would be brought to see the error of their 
ways and submit to the inevitable. Under the 
present system our efforts are largely wasted and 
our ammunition scattered. Let us reduce the 
boycotts to the lowest possible number and con- 
centrate our efforts upon those, and we feel cer- 
tain better results will be obtained.” 

In an editorial in the February, 1908, 
FEDERATIONIST, Mr. Gompers reviewed the 
opinion of the learned justice below in 
issuing the temporary injunction, and 
among other things said: “Neither coer- 
cion, threats, nor conspiracy, im the un- 
lawful sense (italics ours), have been 
resorted to, yet the whole injunction is 
based upon this wrong assumption.” 

At the annual convention of the Fed- 
eration at Norfolk, Va., in 1907, Mr. Gom- 
pers, in his report, discussed the boycott 
against complainant and its causes and 
also this suit which had then been com- 
menced. After stating his version of the 
original controversy with complainant, 
Mr. Gompers continued : 

“The investigation demonstrated clearly Mr. 
Van Cleave’s hostile purpose towards the organi- 
zation in question (International Brotherhood of 
Foundry Employees), and every effort at an 
amicable adjustment was fruitless. It was then 
that my colleagues and myself, the Executive 
Council, approved the position and action of the 
organization affected, and this fact was published 
in the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST.’ 

A resolution was thereupon introduced 
and adopted: 

“That oa central body affiliated with A. F. of 
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L. be and is hereby instructed to appoint a com- 
mittee who shall conduct and manage a ‘campaign 
of education’ among the membership affiliated 
with their central body, as well as dealers in 
stoves and ranges in their locality, and thoroughlv 
inform them of the entire facts of the dispute 
between the Metal Polishers, Buffers, Platers, 
Brass and Silver Workers’ Union of North 
America, the Brotherhood of Foundry Employees, 
also as to the attitude of J. W. Van Cleave and 
the Manufacturers’ Association towards organized 
labor. Be it further 

“Resolved, That the said committee shall re- 
port on the first of each month to the officers 
of the A. F. of L. the progress of the ‘Cam- 
paign of education,’. together with a complete 
list of all dealers in their locality who are han- 
dling and selling the product of the Buck Stove 
and Range Company. Be it further 

“Resolved, That all commissioned organizers 
of the A. F. of L. shall report on the first of each 
month to the officers of the A. F. of L. the 
progress made in this ‘campaign of education’ 
bv the different committees of the different cen- 
tral bodies in their respective districts and also 
render such aid to all committees as lay in their 
power.” 


The Committee on Boycotts recom- 


mended: 

“That the Executive Council be instructed to 
remove from the ‘We Don’t Patronize List’ the 
names of firms in all instances wherein the Execu- 
tive Council has knowledge that the National or 
International Union responsible for the boycott 
are not aggressively pushing the same.” 

Under date of November 26, 1907, an 
official statement over the signature of 
Mr. Gompers as president, and attested 
by Frank Morrison as secretary, “By or- 
der of the Executive Council of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor,” was sent out 
“To All Organized Labor and Friends.” 
In this statement we find the following: 

“As you are well aware, so inimical to the 
welfare of labor was the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Co.’s management that the organization concerned 
felt obliged to declare the product of that com- 
pany unfair. The workmen’s organization ap- 
pealed to the American Federation of Labor to 
indorse its action. After due investigation that 
indorsement was given and is still further afirmed. 
The circumstances leading to this action are so 
widely known that they need not be here re- 
counted.” 


It will thus be seen that in the nomen- 
clature of the Federation, “We Don’t 
Patronize” is synonymous with and equiv- 
alent to Boycott; the publication of the 
former being notice to the craft that the 
latter is to follow. The record shows that 
during the year 1907 Mr. Gompers was in 
the city of St. Louis at least four differ- 
ent times, and that while there he was in 
conference with some of the labor leaders 
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who were responsible for the inaugura- 
tion of the boycott against complainant. 
It further appears that in his lecture tours 
and in his official capacity as president 
of the Federation he frequently visited 
other sections of the country. It also ap- 
pears that the Federation has in the field 
Over 1,200 so-called “organizers,” whose 
duty in part appears to be to aid in push- 
ing boycotts av¢ to report thereon to the 
Federation. Nowhere in his testimony, 
nor in the testimony of any of the defend- 
ants who were called as witnesses, is the 
denial made that the publication of com- 
plainant in the “We Don’t Patronize” list 
was not intended to inaugurate exactly 
the sort of boycott that was in fact prose- 
cuted. Nowhere does it appear in the 
testimony of these defendants that any 
one of them ever even suggested to any 
of the subordinate organizations and mem- 
bership of the Federation that they mod- 
ify in any way their boycott against com- 
plainant. It will be noted that the answer 
to the specific averment of the bill herein- 
before set out only goes so far as to deny 
that the ““We Don’t Patronize’ list pro- 
hibits or interferes with any constituent 
organization or its members” dealing with 
persons who handle complainant’s stoves. 
The answer does not deny that the “We 
Don’t Patronize” list does not indicate to 
subordinate organizations the course of 
conduct that was in fact pursued. 

It is also highly significant that through- 
out the country the notice to dealers that 
they must cease handling complainant's 
product was not the sporadic and: unau- 
thorized act of individual unionists, but, 
on the contrary, the act of accredited lead- 
ers. From whom did they derive their 
inspiration? Was it a mere coincidence 
that they acted in such perfect harmony 
and ever to the same end and purpose? 
We think not. 

In the editorial, to which allusion has 
been made and which was brought to the 
attention of and endorsed by the Federa- 
tion in convention assembled, Mr. Gom- 
pers contended for the right to do and 
advised the doing of exactly what was 
done in this case. 

The bill of complainant was filed August 
19, 1907. The defendants were therein 
notified of the exact nature of the boycott 
that was then being prosecuted against 
complainant; but notwithstanding the 
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knowledge thus obtained we find the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the Federation on No- 
vember 26, 1907, reaffirming without quali- 
_ fication and in an cfficial statement, as 
before stated, what had been done. 

In view of all this we think there is no 
room for doubt that th's combination or 
boycott which had its inception in St. 
Louis was inaugurated in accordance with 
the settled policy of the American Feder- 
ation of Labor, and that when the Feder- 
ation in due course approved and endorsed 
the same it acted with full knowledge not 
only of what had already occurred but of 
what would be likely to follow. If, there- 
fore, anyone is responsible for what hap- 
pened, these defendants certainly are: 
Insur. Co. v. Hillmon, 188 U. S., 218; 
United States v. Babcock, 24 Fed., 915; 
United States v. Standard Oil Co., 152 
Fed., 294. 

We approach a consideration of the le- 
gal questions involved in this case with a 
full realization of their widespread impor- 
tance. We realize to the fullest extent 
that through the instrumentality of labor 
unions much has been acomplished for 
the betterment and amelioration of the 
conditions surrounding those who toil. In 
common with all who have the welfare of 
their country at heart we are gratified that 
such progress has been made in behalf of 
labor, and we are proud of the intelli- 
gence, thrift and patriotism of the Ameri- 
can workingman. We believe him to be 
anxious for his rights, but, like all other 
good citizens, desirous of obeying the law. 
We would not if we could, and could not 
if we would, take from him the right of 
organization. We would accord him every 
right under the law that his employer en- 
joys, and we believe mature consideration 
will fully convince him and those whose 
solemn responsibility it is to counsel and 
guide him that he should ask for no more. 

Eliminating, as we have, all collateral 
consideration, the clean-cut question is 
presented, whether a combination, such as 
was entered into in this case, which has 
for its object the coercion of a given firm 
through the instrumentality of the boy- 
cott, is lawful. 

In the Declaration of Independence, it 
is stated that among the inalienable rights 
with which the Creator has endowed all 
men are life, liberty and the pursuit of 


happiness. The Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the Constitution contain 
provisions against deprivation of life, lib- 
erty or property without due process of 
law; the former Amendment operating 
upon Congress, the latter upon the several 
States. 

Mr. Justice Harlan, speaking for the 
Court in Powell v. Pennsylvania, 127 U. 
S., 684, said: 

“The main proposition advanced by the defend- 
ant is that his enjoyment upon terms of equality 
with all others in similar circumstances of the 
privilege of pursuing an ordinary calling or trade, 
and of acquiring, holding and selling property, is 
an essential part of his rights of liberty and prop- 
erty, as guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment. The court assents to this general proposi- 
tion as embodying a sound principle of constitu- 
tional law.” 

Again, in Allegeyer v. Louisiana, 165 U. 
S., 589, the court quoted with approval the 
following from the concurring opinion of 
Mr. Justice Bradley in Butchers’ Union 
Company v. Crescent City Company, I11 
U. S., 762: 

“The right to follow any of the common occu- 
pations of life is an inalienable right. It was 
formulated as such under the phrase ‘pursuit of 
happiness’ in the Declaration of Independence. 

This right is 2 large ingredient in the civil 
liberty of the citizen.” 

In Hopkins v. Oxley Stave Co., 83 Fed., 
g12, the Circuit Court of Appeals for the 
Eighth Circuit, said: 

“The right of an individual to carry on his 
business as he sees fit, and to use such implements 
or processes of manufacture as he desires to use, 
provided he follows a lawful avocation, and con- 
ducts it in a lawful manner, is entitled to as much 
consideration as his other personal rights; and 
the law should afford protection against the ef- 
forts of powerful combinations to rob him of that 
right and coerce his will by intimidating his cus- 
tomers and destroying his patronage.” 

It will thus be seen that the supreme 
law of the land guarantees protection to 
all who desire to engage in a lawful call- 
ing or business, subject, of course, to such 
reasonable regulations as it may be nec- 
essary to impose. And, when Mr. Gom- 
pers advised his followers that a man is 
entitled to protection against a threatened 
destruction of his house but none against 
a malicious destruction of the business 
which enables him to maintain ‘his house, 
Mr. Gompers is mistaken. Was the combi- 
nation entered into by appellants unlaw- 
ful? A conspiracy has been defined as a 


combination of two or more persons to 

















accomplish something unlawful or some- 
thing not in itself unlawful by unlawful 
means; Pettibone v. United States, 148 U. 
S., 203. In determining whether the acts 
of the appellants are within this definition 
we will here review a few of the adjudged 
cases on this branch of the law. 

Callan v. Wilson, 127 U. S., 540, was 
an information in the Police Court of the 
District of Columbia, charging the defend- 
ants with a conspiracy to prevent certain 
members of a local union, who had been 
expelled therefrom, from pursuing their 
calling as musicians in the United States. 
The conspiracy as set forth in the com- 
plaint was to be effected by the defend- 
ants and the members of other associa- 
tions with which they were affiliated 
refusing to work in any capacity with the 
expelled members, or with, or for any 
person or firm working with or employing 
them, and by warning and threatening 
every person or firm employing such ex- 
pelled members that, if they did not cease 
to employ and refuse to employ them, 
they would not receive the custom or pat- 
ronage either of the persons so conspir- 
ing or of the members of affiliated organi- 
zations. The question before the court 
was whether the offense charged was a 
petty offense or one of so serious a nature 
that the defendants were entitled to a trial 
by jury. The court held that the offence 
charged was of the latter character. 

Mr. Justice Harlan, in reviewing Callan 
v. Wilson, in Arthur v. Oakes, 63 Fed., 
310, said: 

“It thus appears that combinations and con- 
spiracies by two or more persons, with the intent 
to iniure the rights of others, were illegal at com- 
mon law.” 

He further said: 


“According to the principles of the common 
law, a conspiracy upon the part of two or more 
persons with the intent by their combined power 
to wrong others or to prejudice the rights of the 
public, is in itself illegal, although nothing be 
actually done in execution of such conspiracy. 
This is fundamental in our jurisprudence. So a 
combination or conspiracy to procure an employee 
or body of employees to quit service in violation 
of the contract of service would be unlawful, and 
in a proper case might be enjoined if the injury 
threatened would be irremediable at law. It is 
one thing for a single individual or for several 
individuals each acting upon his own responsibil- 
ity and not in co-operation with others, to form 
the purpose of inflicting actual injury upon the 
property or rights of others. It is quite a differ- 
ent thing in the eye of the law for many persons 
to combine or conspire together with the intent 
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not simply of asserting their rights or of accom- 
plishing lawful ends by peaceful methods, but of 
employing their united energies to injure others 
or the public. An intent upon the part of a 
single person to injure the rights of others, or 
of the public, is not in itself a wrong of which 
the law will take cognizance, unless some injuri- 
ous act be done in execution of the unlawful in- 
tent. But a combination of two or more persons 
with such an intent and under circumstances that 
give: them when so combined a power to do an 
injury they would not possess as individuals act- 
ing singly, has always been recognized as in itself 
wrongful and illegal.” 

Quinn v. Leathem, 1901 Appeal Cases, 
495, contains a very exhaustive discussion 
of the subject. A Trade Union notified 
Leathem, a butcher, that they would not 
work for him, nor for one Munce, one of 
his customers, unless he unionized his shop 
and discharged his then assistants. This 
Leathem refused to do, whereupon the 
Union notified Munce that they would not 
work for him if he bought Leathem’s 
meat, and because of such notice Munce 
withdrew his trade from Leathem, who 
brought an action for damages against 
members of the Union who were respon- 
sible for what was done. Lord Macnaugh- 
ten said: “A man may resist without much 
difficulty the wrongful act of an individ- 
ual. He would probably have at least the 
moral support of his friends and neigh- 
bors ; but it is a very different thing. . . 
when one man has to defend himself 
against many combined to do him wrong.” 
Lord Brampton, quoting Lord Halsbury 
in another case, said: “The liberty of a 
man’s mind and will to say how he should 
bestow himself and his means, his talents 
and his industry, was as much a subject 
of the law’s protection as was that of his 
body.” The plaintiff was permitted to 
recover. 

In Thomas v. Railway Co., 62 Fed., 818, 
the court said: 

“What were the purposes of this combination 
of Debs, Phelan and the American Railway Union 
Board of Directors? They proposed to inflict 
pecuniary injury on Pullman by compelling the 
railway companies to give up using his cars, and, 
on the refusal of the railway companies to yield 
to compulsion, to inflict pecuniary injury on the 
railway companies by inciting their employees 
to quit their services, and thus paralyze their 
business. But the combination was un- 
lawful without respect to the contract feature. 
It was a boycott. The employees of the railway 
companies had no grievance against their employ- 
ers. Handling and hauling Pullman cars did not 
render their services any more burdensome. They 
had no complaint against the use of Pullman cars 
as cars. They came into no natural relation with 
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Pullman in handling the cars. He paid them no 
wages. He did not regulate their hours, or in 
anv way determine their services. Simply to in- 
jure him in his business, they were incited and 
encouraged to compel the railway companies to 
withdraw custom from him by threats of quitting 
their service, and actually quitting their service. 
This inflicted an injury on the.companies that was 
very great, and it was unlawful, because it was 
without lawful excuse.” 

In Barr v. Essex Trades Council, 53 N. 
J. Eq., 111, the complainant, the proprie- 
tor of a daily newspaper, decided, against 
the wishes of a local typographical union 
of which his employees were members, to 
use plate matter in making up his paper. 
Upon the carrying into effect of his de- 
cision the union immediately interested 
withdrew its endorsement of the paper 
and reported the matter to the Trades 
Council, an amalgamation of local unions, 
which issued a circular calling on all 
friends to boycott the paper and to cease 
buying and advertising in it. An active 


campaign was inaugurated in furtherance 
of the boycott and patrons of the paper 
were threatened with the opposition of or- 
ganized labor unless they withdrew their 


support from the paper. An injunction 
was granted restraining the further pros- 
ecution of the boycott. 

In Beck v. Ry. Teamsters’ Protective 
Union, 118 Mich., 497, it was held that the 
boycotting of one who reftises to accede 
to the demand of the union is unlawful, 
where the means used to prevent persons 
from dealing with the person boycotted 
are threatening in their nature, and tend 
naturally to overcome, by fear of loss of 
property, the will of others and compel 
them to do what they would not other- 
wise do, although such means are unac- 
companied by actual violence or threats 
of violence. 

So far as we are advised, the decisions 
of the Federal and State courts through- 
out the country, with the single exception 
of Montana, are in harmony with those to 
which specific allusion has been made. 
We do not deem it necessary, however, to 
do more than cite a few of them: Coeur 
d’Alene Consolidated & Mining Co. v. 
Miners Union, 51 Fed., 260; Toledo, etc., 
Ry. Co. v. Pennsylvania Co., 54 Fed., 730; 
United States v. Weber, 114 Fed., 950; 
Seattle Brewing & Malting Co. v. Hansen, 
144 Fed., 1011; My Maryland Lodge v. 
Adt, 100 Md., 238; Vegelahn v. Gunter, 


167 Mass., 92; Plant v. Woods, 176 Mass 

492; Berry v. Donovan, 188 Mass., 553; 
Erdman v. Mitchell, 207 Pa. St., 79; Pur- 
vis v. United Brotherhood, 214 Pa. S! 

348; State v. Stewart, 59 Vt., 273; Bout 

well v. Marr, 71 Vt., 1; Olcutt Planing 
Milling Co. v. Fuelle, Supreme Court of 
Missouri, October Term, 1908. 

From these decisions it will be gathered 
that the boycott as generally understood 
is a combination to harm one person by 
coercing others to harm him. The com- 
bination in this case, in our opinion, not 
only answers this definition of a boycott 
but also the definition previously given 
of a common law conspiracy. The imme- 
diate purpose and result of this combina- 
tion, as we have seen, was to interfere 
with complainant’s lawful business and 
to deprive complainant and its custom- 
ers of their right to trade intercourse. It 
matters not that the remote object of the 
combination was to benefit such members 
of the local unions as should be employed 
by complainant, because the law looks 
to the immediate and not to the incidental 
object of the combination. If the imme- 
diate object is unlawful, the combination 
is unlawful; if the immediate object is 
lawful, as in the case of legitimate trade 
competition, including strikes, the com- 
bination, generally speaking, is lawful. 
This distinction will be found in the cases 
cited. 

That no physical coercion was practiced 
in this case does not alter our conclusion, 
since restraint of the mind, as the evidence 
in this case clearly demonstrates, is just 
as potent as a threat of physical violence ; 
Barr v. Essex Trades Council, supra; Pur- 
vis v. United Brotherhood, supra. 

The contention is put forward that in- 
asmuch as each member of the Federa- 
tion has the right to bestow his trade 
where he will, according to his whim or 
fancy, it cannot be unlawful for a combi- 
nation of members to do what each acting 
separately may do, and that, therefore, the 
combination may lawfully discontinue or 
threaten to discontinue business inter- 
course with a given firm and all who han- 
dle its product, or, to state the proposition 
bluntly, that the boycott as previousl) 
defined is lawful. 

To admit the soundness of this conten- 
tion is to give legal support and standing 
to an engine of harm and oppression utter- 
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y at variance with the spirit and theory 
of our institutions, place the weak at the 
mercy of the strong, foster monopoly, 
permit an unwarranted interference with 
the natural course of trade, and deprive 
the citizen of the freedom guaranteed him 
by the Constitution. The loss of the trade 
of a single individual ordinarily affects a 
given dealer very little. Being discrimi- 
nating, the purchasing public, if left free 
to exercise its own judgment, will not act 
arbitrarily or maliciously, but will be con- 
trolled by natural considerations. But a 
powerful combination to boycott imme- 
diately deflects the natural course of trade 
and ruin follows in its wake because of the 
unlawful design of the conspirators to co- 
erce or destroy the object of their dis- 
pleasure. In other words, it is the con- 
spiracy and not natural causes that is 
responsible for the result. From time 
immemorial the law has frowned upon 
combinations formed for the purpose of 
doing harm, and we think public policy 
demands that such a combination as we 
have found to exist in this case be declared 
unlawful. As was said by Mr. Chief 
Justice Fuller of a similar combination: 

“The combination charged falls within the class 
of restraints of trade aimed at compelling third 
parties and strangers involuntarily not to engage 
in the course of trade except on conditions that 
the combination imposes; and there is no doubt 
(to quote from the well-known work of Chief 
Justice Erle on Trade Unions) ‘at common law 
every person has individually, and the public has 
collectively, a right to require that the course of 
trade should be kept free from -xig eo ob- 
struction.” Loewe v. Lawlor, 208 U. S., 294. 

The action in that case was pc 
under the Sherman Act, but the quota- 
tion given nevertheless is applicable here. 
In our opinion, it is more important to 
wage-earners than to employers of labor 
that we declare this gombination unlaw- 
ful, for, if wage-earners may combine to 
interfere with the lawful business of em- 
ployers, it follows that employers may 
combine to coerce their employees. 

It is next contended that the decree en- 
tered in this case is an infringement of the 
constitutional guaranty of freedom of 
speech and of the press. In so far as it 
seeks to restrain acts in furtherance of 
the boycott we do not think it constitutes 
either a censorship of the press or an 

bridgement of the right of free speech. 


\n unlawful combination was found to’ 
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exist, which unless checked, would de- 
stroy complainant’s business and leave 
adequate redress. The court, therefore, 
very properly sought to restrain the cause 
of the mischief, the unlawful combination. 
The “We Don’t Patronize” or “Unfair” 
list and oral declarations of the boycott 
were included in the decree because they 
were among the means employed in carry- 
ing out the unlawful design. 

Courts of equity have refused to enjoin 
the publication of a mere libel, but they 
have not hesitated to enjoin either written 
or oral publications constituting a means 
to the carrying out of an unlawful combi- 
nation. Thus in Vegelahn v. Gunter, 
supra, an injunction was granted restrain- 
ing threats against those willing to be em- 
ployed, such threats being a step in the 
prosecution of the conspiracy. In Beck v. 
Ry. Protective Union, supra, “picketing 
and distribution of boycotting circulars 
and all acts of intimidation and coercion” 
were enjoined. 

In Casey v. Cincinnati Typographical 
Union, 46 Fed., 135, the publication and 
circulation of posters, handbills and circu- 
lars printed and circulated in furtherance 
of the conspiracy were enjoined. Similar 
decrees were entered in Coeur d’Alene 
Cons. & Mining Co. v. Miners’ Union, 
supra; Barr v. Essex Trades Council, 
supra; Erdman v. Mitchell, supra; Pur- 
vis v. United Brotherhood, supra; My 
Maryland Lodge v. Adt, supra; Jackson 
v. Stanchfield, 137 Ind., 592; Brown 

Jacobs, 115 Ga., 439. In Thomas v. 
Railway Co., supra, the court said: “It 
would be strange, indeed, if that right (of 
free speech) could be used to sustain the 
carrying out of such an unlawful and 
criminal conspiracy as we have seen this 
to be.” 

In Swift v. United States, 196 U. &., 
375, Mr. Justice Holmes, speaking far the 
court, said: 

“It is suggested that the several acts 
charged are lawful and that intent can 
make no difference. But they are bound 
together as parts of a single plan and 
the plan may make the parts unlaw- 
ful.” Again, in Aikens v. Wisconsin, 195 
U. S., 205, the same Justice said: “No con- 
duct has such an absolute privilege as to 
justify all possible schemes of which it may 
be a part. The most innocent and consti- 
tutionally protected of acts or omissions 
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may be made a step in a criminal plot, and 
if it is a step in a plot neither its innocence 
nor the Constitution is sufficient to pre- 
vent the punishment of the plot by law.” 

The cases relied upon by appellants are 
not in point here for the reason that they 
involved mere libels, which, as above 
stated, courts of equity have uniformly re- 
fused to restrain. 

Oral and written declarations in fur- 
therance of a conspiracy are tentacles of 
the conspiracy and must be treated as 
such and not as independent acts. It 
would be an anomalous situation, indeed, 
if a court of equity, having ample jurisdic- 
tion to restrain the carrying out of a con- 
spiracy to deprive a citizen of rights guar- 
anteed him by the Constitution, could be 
prevented from affording relief by the in- 
terposition of such a claim as is here 
made. Freedom of action is at least as 
sacred as an untrammeled tongue or pen, 
and those who conspire to defeat the for- 
mer right ought not to be permitted to 
interpose a plea based upon the latter. 

But, we think the decree in this case 
goes too far when it enjoins the publica- 
tion or distribution through the mails or 
otherwise of the Federationist or other 
periodicals or newspapers containing any 
reference to complainant, its business, or 
product, as in the “We Don’t Patronize” 
or “Unfair” list of the defendants. The 
court below found, and in that finding we 
concur, that this list in this case consti- 
tutes a talismanic symbol indicating to 
the membership of the Federation that a 
boycott is on and should be observed. 
The printing of this list, therefore, was 
what the court sought to prevent and 
what, in our opinion, the court had power 
to prevent; but the decree should stop 
there and not attempt to regulate the pub- 
lication and distribution of other matter 
over which the court has no control. In 
other words, this branch of the decree 
should merely prohibit the printing of 
complainant, its business, or product, in 
the “We Don’t Patronize” or “Unfair” 
list in furtherance of the boycott. The 
roman words should be added, for, when 
the conspiracy is at an end, the Federa- 
tion will have the same right that any 
association or individual now has to com- 
ment upon the relations of complainant 
with its employees. It is the existence of 
the conspiracy that warrants the court in 


prohibiting the printing of this list. Man- 
ifestly, when the conspiracy ends the pro- 
hibition ought also to end. 

We are of the opinion that the decree 
is too broad in other respects. It, being 
based upon a finding that a conspiracy to 
boycott exists, should deal with acts of 
commission and not acts of omission. To 
be more specific, we think it should at- 
tempt no more than a prohibition of the 
boycott and the means of carrying it on, 
that is, the declarations or threats of boy- 
cott or other manner of intimidation 
against complainant’s patrons or those 
handling or wishing to purchase its prod- 
uct. We have no power to compel the 
defendants to purchase complainant's 
stoves. We have power to prevent de- 
fendants, their servants and agents, from 
preventing others from purchasing them. 

There being no evidence in any way 
connecting counsel for defendants with 
the prosecution of this boycott, we think 
the decree should not be so worded as to 
include them. While “attorneys” proba- 
bly was used in the decree in a tautolog- 
ical sense its inclusion at all was unnec- 
essary. 

The point is made that this decree 
should not include the Federation because 
it is a mere voluntary association. This 
point appears to be well taken since there 
is no such legal entity as an unincorpo- 
rated association ; Taff Vale Ry. v. Amal- 
gamated Society of Ry. Servants, 1901 
Appeal Cases, 426. This, however, is not 
a suit at law for damages but a proceeding 
in equity against certain representative 
members of an association composed of a 
large number of members, service upon 
all of whom individually would be impos- 
sible. In such a case it has been held 
“that a number of members may be made 
parties defendant as representative of the 
class”; Pickett v. Walsh, 192 Mass., 390. 
We think it clear in this case that the 
named members of the Federation fully 
represent its membership, and that ser- 
vice upon them is sufficient. 

For the reasons given the decree is mod- 
ified and affirmed as follows: It is ad- 
judged, ordered and decreed that the de- 
fendants, Samuel Gompers, Frank Mor- 
rison, John B. Lennon, James Duncan, 
John Mitchell, James O’Connell, Max 
Morris, Denis A. Hayes, Daniel J. Keefe, 


‘William D. Huber, Joseph F. Valentine, 

















Rodney L. Thixton, Clinton O. Bucking- 
ham, Herman C. Poppe, Arthur J. Wil- 
liams, Samuel R. Cooper, and Edward L. 
Hickman, individually and as representa- 
tives of the American Federation of La- 
bor, their and each of their agents, ser- 
vants, and confederates, be, and they 
hereby are, perpetually restrained and en- 
joined from conspiring or combining to 
boycott the business or product of com- 
plainant, and from threatening or declar- 
ing any boycott against said business or 
product, and from abetting, aiding, or as- 
sisting in any such boycott, and from di- 
rectly or indirectly threatening, coercing 
or intimidating any person or persons 
whomsoever from buying, selling or 
otherwise dealing in complainant’s prod- 
uct, and from printing the complainant, 
its business or product, in the “We Don’t 
Patronize” or “Unfair” list of defendants 
in furtherance of any boycott against com- 
plainant’s business or product, and from 


referring, either in print or otherwise, to. 


complainant, its business or product, as in 

said “We Don’t Patronize” or “Unfair” 

list in furtherance of any such boycott. 
The costs of this appeal are equally di- 

vided between appellants and appellee. 
Modified and affirmed. 





MR. JUSTICE VAN ORSDEL, CONCURRING: 


| concur fully in the conclusion reached 
by my associate, Mr. Justice Robb. I do 
not desire to take issue with the reasoning 
employed by him in arriving at that con- 
clusion. Hence, what I may say will be 
rather in addition to, than in criticism of, 
anything that appears in the opinion. 

It is insisted that the decree of the 
court below deprives the defendants of 
the right of freedom of contract, of free 
speech, and of a free press, as guaranteed 
in the Federal constitution. If this con- 
tention is well founded, it is clear that a 
court of equity cannot be used for such 
apurpose. The equitable writ of injunc- 
tion is an agency placed in the hands of 
the court to protect rights and restrain 
wrongs where the law is remediless; but 
it should never be used as an instrument 
of oppression. This great writ for the 
enforcement of equitable rights was not 
intended to be used as a short cut to es- 
cape the inconvenience of a suit at law, 
with the chances involved in submitting 
the issue to the judgment of a jury. 
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Where there is legal redress and a right 
of trial by jury, a court of equity is pow- 
erless to intervene and deprive the citizen 
of that right, except to avoid a multiplicity 
of suits, or where the legal remedy is in- 


adequate. The guaranty of freedom of 
speech and freedom of the press was 
placed in the constitution to prevent gov- 
ernment censorship as practiced at that 
time in many of the governments of Eu- 
rope. That, therefore, which was placed 
in the organic law, to accomplish an end 
so essential to the freedom and general 
welfare of the people, is hardly susceptible 
of nullification by judicial decree. 

The courts of the United States will be 
useful and fulfill the functions for which 
they were created, only so long as they are 
content to interpret the laws in conformity 
with the limitations of the constitution. 
Any attempt to disobey these restrictions 
is a step across the danger line; and will, 
of necessity, lead to judicial arrogance, 
tyranny, and oppression. If, in any par- 
ticular, we have outgrown the constitu- 
tion, the remedy is plain and simple. It is 
within the power of the people to amend 
it; but this prerogative is not reposed in 
the courts. 

It must be remembered, however, that 
there is a point where the right of free 
speech and a free press ends, and unlaw- 
ful interference with personal and proper- 
ty rights begins. When the citizen passes 
this point, he can no longer claim the pro- 
tection of the constitution. It protects no 
one in uttering or disseminating slander- 
ous or libelous-matter. A citizen cannot 
invoke the protection of the constitutional 
guaranty of free speech and a free press to 
destroy the right of property secured to 
his neighbor by the same instrument. 
There is nothing complained of in this 
case for which there is not a specific legal 
remedy provided. Hence, the only excuse 
for a court of equity taking jurisdiction 
is because the legal remedy is inadequate 
to prevent irreparable injury and avoid a 
multiplicity of suits. This is the one in- 
stance when equity jurisdiction will be 
assumed and exercised with the utmost 
caution; not assuming anything that can 
be avoided, or taking jurisdiction where 
the legal remedy is at all adequate. I 
agree, however, that within these limita- 
tions, the record presents a case calling 
for equitable relief. 

The word “boycott” at the present time 
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is no more obnoxious than was the word 
“strike” a quarter of a century ago. Then 
it was sought through the courts of equity 
to invoke the injunctive writ to restrain 
laboring men from organizing a peace- 
able strike. In some instances, inferior 
Federal courts granted injunctions, but 
they were never upheld in the superior 
courts of the country. It is well settled 
now that a man, or a number of men, may 
refuse to continue to work for their em- 
ployer, and they may combine for the pur- 
pose of organizing a strike. They may 
advise others to quit work and join in the 
strike, so long as no contractual rights 
are invaded, and they may advise others 
not to engage their services to the em- 
ployer against whom the strike is directed. 
All this is within their constitutional 
rights, and is justified by their freedom 
to do those things which they think will 
better their condition. It is no answer 
that it may not, in many instances, accom- 
plish that end, or that it invariably dam- 
ages the employer and interferes with 
his property rights. Of course, a man has 
a property right in his business; so has a 
laboring man a property right equally sa- 
cred in his labor; and, when these rights 
conflict, there must, of necessity, be injury 
to one or the other, or both. This is the 
result of conflicting opinion and an exi- 
gency of the contractual relation, for 
which the law furnishes no relief. 

I am not unmindful of the rule of the 
common law that combinations of two or 
more persons to injure the rights of others 
were held to be illegal. But if the injury 
there referred to be held to include the 
combination of two or more persons to 
withhold patronage from another, then 
the rule of the common law has long since 
been overruled by the courts of this coun- 
try in dealing with strikes. I am aware 
that, at common law, a combination of 
two or more persons to do an unlawful 
thing, even if nothing is done in further- 
ance of the intent, is a conspiracy—a sub- 
stantive offence; while in the case of an 
individual, there can be no offence until 
there is some affirmative act tending to 
carry the intent into effect. But that has 
no bearing where the unlawful intent is 
the same, and the offence has actually 
been committed, either by the individual 
or by a number of persons combined to- 
gether for that purpose. 
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The cold rule that one may do lawfully 
what, if done by two or more persons in 
combination together may become un- 
lawful, has been greatly modified in this 
country. It is a rule that gained curren- 
cy at a time when even the right of assem- 
bly was looked upon with disapproval and 
suspicion. 

When this rule was first announced by 
the English courts, a labor union would 
net have been tolerated. In one of the 
eai'y English cases, decided in 1721, 
(Tucwomen v. Brewers of London, 3 Co- 
lumbia, L. R., 447), it was held to be a 
criminal conspiracy for two or more per- 
sons to combine together and refuse to 
continue to work for their employer un- 
less he should comply with their demand 
for higher wages. In other words, it was 
held to be a criminal conspiracy for work- 
men to join together and strike. It was 
conceded in the same case that one person 
might abandon his employment if his de- 
mand was not complied with, but it was 
held unlawful for two or more persons to 
combine together for the purpose of de- 
manding higher wages. It was held that 
such a combination constituted a criminal 
conspiracy. The same rule was applied 
as late as 1809 in New York, in the case 
of Journeymen Cordwainers, reported in 
Yates Select Cases, III. 

The right of laboring men to organize 
into unions, and the right of these unions 
to conduct peaceable strikes, is justified 
because of their inability to compete sin- 
glehanded in contests with their employ- 
ers. In this competition, any peaceable 
and lawful means may be resorted to, and 
it is only when the means employed be- 
come unlawful that the courts will in- 
terfere. The law recognizes the right of 
both labor and capital to organize. 

The contest between employer and em- 
ployee is one which courts of equity 
chould recognize as entitled to be fought 

ut upon the basis of equality; and the 
rule applied by the courts to the strike 
is based, I think, upon that principle. The 
fundamental principle underlying this con- 
test is, that the employer who employs 
cne thousand workmen is in possession f 
the same competitive power to force tho 
workmen to his terms as the one thousand 
workmen, by the most powerful lawful o 
ganization, have to force him to a compl: 
ance with their terms. The contest, ther 
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‘ore, opens with the one on one side and a 
housand on the other upon a substantial 
vasis of equality. d 

The employer has a property right in 
iis business which he asks the courts to 
protect, and which is entitled to protec- 
tion. It consists, among other things, in 
his right to employ whom he pleases. 
That right extends to a discrimination 
against workmen of a certain class, or to 
men belonging to labor organizations. He 
may use in his business such types of ma- 
chinery and appliances as he may think 
adapted to carry out his work most suc- 
cessfully, so long as they are reasonably 
safe and sanitary. The law protects him 
in these rights, and the courts will require 
others to respect them. On the other 
hand, the thousand employees have a 
property right in their labor, which is 
equally sacred with that of the employer. 
They have a right to engage their services 
wherever and to whomsoever they can 
secure the largest rewards and the fairest 
treatment. They have a right to cease 
working for their employer, with due re- 
gard for their contractual relations, when, 
in their judgment, they can better their 
condition by so doing. 

They have a right to organize for this 
purpose, and they have a right to advise 
others to join their organization, and the 
law will protect them in the exercise of 
these rights equally with the rights of the 
employer. The refusal of the employees 
to work for the employer may result in 
his financial ruin, but the loss will be no 
greater than the damage his refusal to em- 
ploy the one thousand laborers may work 
in the aggregate upon them and those de- 
pendent upon their labor. In this contest 
between employer and employed, it should 
be remembered that the one who most 
strictly recognizes and observes the legal 
and equitable rights of the other, enters 
he struggle with tremendous odds in his 
avor. 

Applying the same principle, I conceive 
it to be the privilege of one man, or a num- 
ber of men, to individually conclude not 
to patronize a certain person or corpora- 
tion. It is also the right of these men to 
agree together, and to advise others, not 
to extend such patronage. That advice 
may be given by direct communication or 
through the medium of the press, so long 


as it is neither in the nature of coercion 
or a threat. 

As long as the actions of this combina- 
tion of individuals are lawful, to this point 
it is not clear how they can become un- 
lawful because of their subsequent acts 
directed against the same person or corpo- 
ration. To this point, there is no con- 
spiracy—no boycott. The word “boy- 
cott” is here used as referring to what is 
usually understood as “the secondary boy- 
cott”; and when used in this opinion, it is 
intended to be applied exclusively in that 
sense. It is, therefore, only when the 
combination becomes a conspiracy to in- 
jure by threats and coercion the property 
rights of another, that the power of the 
courts can be invoked. This point must 
be passed before the unlawful and unwar- 
ranted acts which the courts will punish 
and restrain are committed. 

The definition of a boycott given by 
Judge Taft in Toledo Co. v. Penna. Co., 
54 Fed., 730, is as follows: “As usually 
understood, a boycott is a combination of 
many to cause a loss to one person by co- 
ercing others against their will, to with- 
draw from him their beneficial business 
intercourse through threats that, unless 
those others do so, the many will cause 
similar loss to them.” In Gray v. Build- 
ing Trades Council, 91 Minn., 171, the 
word “boycott” is defined as follows: “A 
boycott may be defined to be a combina- 
tion of several persons to cause a loss to 
a third person by causing others against 
their will to withdraw from him their 
beneficial business intercourse through 
threats that, unless a compliance with 
their demands be made, the persons form- 
ing the combination will cause loss or 
injury to him; or an organization formed 
to exclude a person from business relations 
with others by persuasion, intimidation, 
and other acts, which tend to violence, 
and thereby cause him through fear of re- 
sulting injury to submit to dictation in 
the management of his affairs. Such acts 
constitute a conspiracy, and may be re- 
strained by injunction.” In Brace Broth- 
ers v. Evans, 3 R. & Corp. L. J., 561, it is 
said: “The word itself implies a threat. 
In popular acceptation it is an organized 
effort to exclude a person from business 
relations with others by persuasion, in- 
timidation and other acts which tend to 
violence, and they coerce him, through 
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fear of resulting injury, to submit to dic- 
tation in the management of his affairs.” 

It will be observed that the above defi- 
nitions are in direct conflict with the ear- 
lier English decisions, and indicate a dis- 
tinct departure by our courts. This un- 
doubtedly is in recognition of the right of 
a number of individuals to combine for 
the purpose of improving their condition. 
The rule of the English common law, 
from which we have so far departed, is 
expressed in Bowen v. Hall, 6 Q. B. Div., 
333, as follows: “If the persuasion be used 
for the indirect purpose of injuring the 
plaintiff, or of benefiting the defendant at 
the expense of the plaintiff, it is a mali- 
cious act, which is.in law and in fact a 
wrong act, and therefore a wrongful act, 
and therefore an actionable act if injury 
ensues from it.” 

From this clear distinction, it will be 
observed that there is no boycott until the 
members of the organization have passed 
the point of refusing to patronize the per- 
son or corporation themselves and have 
entered the field where, by coercion or 
threats, they prevent others from dealing 
with such persons or corporation. I fully 
agree with this distinction. 

So long then as the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, and those acting under its 
advice, refused to patronize complainant, 
the combination had not arisen to the dig- 
nity of an unlawful conspiracy or a boy- 
cott. 

It is, therefore, the boycott, thus de- 
fined, with which we are here dealing, and 
not with the events that led to it. Hence, 
all that can be restrained are the acts 
which constitute the boycott and were 
incident thereto. 

The unlawful conspiracy here consists 
in the membership of the American Fed- 
eartion of Labor banding together, not to 
cease dealing with the complainant or 
purchasing or using its products, but by 
threats to coerce others not to patronize 
the complainant on penalty of the de- 
struction of their business. 

What, up to this point was the legiti- 
mate exercise of the right of freedom of 
contract, of free speech, and of a free 
press, now becomes destructive of prop- 
erty right. The threats and actions of 
these defendants, as disclosed by this 
record, were as efficient in this instance 
to destroy the: complainant’s property in 





its right to do business with those against 
whom they were directed, as it would 
have been to bar its doors, or to place a 
guard to prevent, by physical force, the 
public from dealing with it. 

When a labor strike assumes the pro- 
portions of physical or threatened inter- 
ference with the conduct of the former 
employer’s business, either by physical 
force or destruction of property, or by 
threatening injury or destruction of busi- 
ness to others having dealings with such 
person or corporation, it assumes such 
proportions that a court of equity will in- 
tervene and restrain, not the combination, 
or its right of existence, but the unlawful 
acts. 

So, in this case, applying the same rule 
to the boycott, the American Federation 
of Labor, while not interfering with com- 
plainant’s business by physical force or by 
destruction of property, has clearly been 
guilty of coercing and threatening those 
having business dealings with complain- 
ant, and there is abundant evidence of the 
defendants conspiring together to do these 
unlawful acts. But the decree of the court 
should restrain the commission of the acts 
and specifically point out the offences that 
should properly come under the decree, 
and not embrace within its commands 
such acts as niay lawfully be performed 
by these defendants. In making this dis- 
tinction, however, it should be remem- 
bered that threats of coercion and injury 
to property rights to become actionable 
need not be declared in positive terms. It 
is sufficient if there is an unmistakable 
intimation that such injury will occur un- 
less the demands be complied with. Pur- 
vis v. United Brotherhood, 214 Penn. St., 
348. 

Assuming that we are asked to enjoin 
a conspiracy entered into by these defend- 
ants to destroy the business of complain- 
ant, or force it to their terms, surely there 
is nothing to invoke the interference of 
the court until the defendants reached a 
point where they were wrongfully jeop- 
ardizing the property rights of complain- 
ant, either by affirmative action, or by the 
threatening of such action. Until this 
point was reached, there was no unlawful 
conspiracy. It, therefore, certainly fol- 
lows that acts done by defendants before 
the unlawful conspiracy was formed, were 
performed within their legal rights, and, 
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when the unlawful acts cease, they will 
still be legal. 

The power of the court cannot, there- 
fore, be invoked to restrain all the acts of 
defendants against complainant, embrac- 
ing within its sweeping decree not only 
the unlawful, but the lawful acts of the 
defendants in this connection. 

But it is said that the acts here com- 
plained of are incident to, and form a part 
of, the general conspiracy. It is the con- 
spiracy that can be enjoined. Hence, 
only the forbidden acts which constitute 
the conspiracy can be embraced in the 
decree. The court has no power to per- 
petually restrain the defndants from doing 
anything which, separated from the un- 
lawful acts constituting the conspiracy, 
is legal. 

The courts of this country now recog- 
nize the legal right of laboring men to 
form unions for the protection and promo- 
tion of their interests, and deny the power 
to enjoin the members of such organiza- 
tions from peaceably withdrawing from 
the service of their employer. 

Here we have clearly a combination of 
two or more individuals doing injury to 
the property rights of a third, which right 
the courts have unheld. This right is 
based upon the protection of the property 
which one man, or a combination of men, 
have in their business. As said by Justice 
Bradley in the Slaughter House case, 16 
Wall., 36: 

“For the preservation, exercise, and enjoyment 
of these rights, the individual citizen, as a neces- 
sity, must be left free to adopt such calling, pro- 
fession, or trade as may seem to him most con- 
ducive to that end. This right to choose 
one’s calling is an essential part of that liberty 
which it is an object of government to protect; 


and a calling, when chosen, is a man’s property 
and right. Liberty and property are not protected 


‘where these rights are arbitrarily assailed.” 


Or as was said in Gray v. Building 
Trade Council, supra: 


“A person’s occupation or calling, by means of 
which he earns a livelihood, and endeavors to 
better his condition and to provide for and sup- 
port himself and those dependent upon him, is 
property within the meaning of the law, and 
is entitled to protection as such, and as conducted 
by the merchant, by the capitalist, by the con- 
tractor, or laborer, is, aside from the goods, 
chattels, money or effects employed or used in 
cgnnection therewith, property in every sense of 
the word. Labor may organize, as capital does, 
for its own protection, and to further the interests 
of the laboring class. They may strike and per- 
suade and induce others to join them, but when 
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they resort to unlawful means to cause injury 
to others with whom they have no relation, con- 
tractual or otherwise, the limit placed by the law 
is passed, and they must be restrained.” 


In Beck v. Teamsters’ Protective Union, 
118 Mich., 516, the court said: 


“It is conceded that courts of equity have juris- 
diction to restrain conspiracies of this character 
when irreparable injury is sure to follow. Suits 
at law would be inadequate, and a multiplicity of 
suits at law would arise. Complamants were en- 
gaged in a lawful business, and carryine it on in 
a lawful manner. They had done nothing to the 
defendants, or any of them, either illegal, im- 
moral, or unjust. They were paying wages to 
their teamsters in fact greater than union team- 
sters received, because they made no deductions 
for certain lost time, which the union employers 
made. The law protects them in the right to 
employ whom they please, at prices they and their 
employees can agree upon, and to discharge them 
at the expiration of their term of service or for 
violation of their contracts. This right must be 
maintained, or personal liberty is a sham. So, 
also, the laborers have the right to fix a price 
uoon their labor, and to refuse to work unless 
that price is obtained. Singly or in combination, 
tuey have this right. They may organize in order 
to improve their condition and secure better 
wages. They may use persuasion to induce men 
to join their organization, or to refuse to work 
except for an established wage. They may pre- 
sent their cause to the public in newspapers or 
circulars, in a peaceable way, and with no attempt 
at coercion. If the effect in such case is ruin to 
the employer, it is damnum absque injuria, for 
they have only exercised their legal rights. The 
law does not permit either party to use force, 
violence, threats of force or violence, intimidation, 
or coercion. The right to trade and the personal 
liberty of the employer alone are not involved in 
this case; the right of the laborer to sell his labor, 
when, to whom, and for what price he chooses 
is involved.” 

It will be observed therefore, that while 
the law sanctions combinations of labor- 
ing men for the purpose of bettering their 
condition, and accords to the union the 
same liberty in bestowing and withhold- 
ing its benefits that it does to an individ- 
ual, it only permits of peaceful means in 
the accomplishment of its ends, and will 
restrain not alone acts accompanied by 
violence, intimidation, or threats of vio- 
lence, but where the means used are of a 
threatening nature and intended to re- 
strain those against whom they are di- 
rected, through fear of loss of property 
or personal violence, from exercising free- 
ly their rights. 

The American Federation of Labor is 
not an unlawful organization per se. If 
the Federation from the nature and terms 
of its organization, is one in restraint of 


“trade extending to interstate commerce, 
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Congress, by the Anti-Trust Act, has fur- 
nished an effective, speedy, and adequate 
remedy at law for its dissolution, to 
which, in that instance, it should be made 
to respond, and not to a court of equity. 
It is not unlawful for citizens to organize 
together for any of the main purposes for 
which the American Federation of Labor 
exists. It is not unlawful for that order to 
have an official organ; it is not unlawful 
for that organization, through the medium 
of that organ, to express freely its opin- 
ion as to the fairness or unfairness with 
which certain employers deal with their 
employees; and it is not unlawful for the 
paper to contain advice to the friends of 
labor not to patronize such employer. 

Again, we do not assume that it will be 
contended that a citizen has not perfect 
freedom to deal with whom he pleases, 
and withhold his patronage for any reason 
that he may deem proper, whether the 
reason be one originating in his own con- 
science, or through the advice of a neigh- 
bor, or through the reading of an article 
in a paper. Neither would it be unlawful 
for such citizen to advise another not to 
deal with a person with whom he has con- 
cluded not to continue his patronage. If 
this advice may extend to one, it may 
to a hundred; and the thing done will not 
be actionable so long as it is an expression 
of honest opinion and not slanderous, 
however much the intercourse between 
this citizen and his neighbor may operate 
to injure the person against whom the 
advice is directed. As long as confined to 
a mere expression of opinion as to the 
fairness or unfairness of a business trans- 
action, it is not actionable. 

Of course, such advice could not be di- 
rected to the honesty of purpose that actu- 
ated the employer, without making the 
person liable for slander or libel if the 
charge could not be justified. But it has 
never been held in this country, that either 
slander or libel can be enjoined. 

It is insisted that this entire movement 
by defendants against complainant is to 
better their own condition. This may be 
true. The improvement of their condi- 
tion, however, can only be the result of 
the direct injury inflicted upon complain- 
ant, and the courts will look to the direct 
consequences of defendants’ actions, and 
not to the probable indirect results. The 
court will not tolerate the unlawful acts 
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of defendants to accomplish what would 
otherwise be a justifiable end. It is not 
the injury of complainant that measures 
the right of the court to intervene, for a 
peaceable, lawful strike may inflict great 
injury, but it is the unlawful actions of the 
defendants directed against the rights of 
the complainant. In the one instance, the 
defendants are exercising their lawful 
rights and if damage incidentally occurs 
to others, it is due to a conflict of lawful 
interests. In the other case, the actions 
are unlawful, and no resulting advantage 
can justify the court in overlooking a 
breach of the law. 

No cne doubts, I think, the right of the 
members of the American Federation of 
Labor to refuse to patronize employers 
whom it regards as unfair to labor. It 
may procure and keep a list of such em- 
ployers not only for the use of its mem- 
bers, but as notice to their friends that 
the employers whose names appear there- 
in are regarded as unfair to labor. This 
list may not only be procured and kept 
available for the members of the associa- 
tion and its friends, but it may be pub- 
lished in a newspaper or series of papers. 
To this extent they are within their con- 
stitutional rights, at least, where a court 
of equity cannot intervene. 

But, as soon as by threats or coercion 
they attempt to prevent others from pat- 
ronizing a person whose name appears on 
the list, it then becomes an unlawful con- 
spiracy—a boycott. 

Let us assume, therefore, that the ob- 
ject of the Federation in publishing com- 
nlainant’s name in the “Unfair” or “We 
Don’t Patronize” list in the FEDERATIONIST 
was a part of this conspiracy, and was no- 
tice to each other, and to others, that the 
boycott would be extended to persons pat- 
ronizing the complainant; no one would 
contend but that the unlawful feature of 
the publication would consist, not in the 
fact that a list of names had been pub- 
lished, among which was the name of the 
complainant, but in the object of the pub- 
lication of complainant’s name therein. 
As to defendants, it would become one of 
the steps in the conspiracy. While I have 
no doubt from this record that the pub- 
lication of complainant’s name in the list 
may be restrained, I also entertain no 
doubt in asserting that the publication 
of the paper, and its delivery and distri- 














COURT OF APPEALS DECISION 331 


bution through the mails or otherwise, 
under the facts in this case, cannot be re- 
strained. 

Conceding, then, that the name of com- 
plainant was published in the “We Don’t 
Patronize” or “Unfair” list of employers 
in the AMERICAN FeEpERATIONIST for the 
purpose of notifying not only the members 
of the American Federation of Labor, but 
dealers generally, to withhold patronage 
from complainant on penalty of having a 
boycott inaugurated against such dealers 
—and on this I think there is sufficient in 
the record to support such an inference— 
the most a court could do would be to re- 
strain the publication in the list of the 
name of complainant, together with any 
other article or articles in the American 
Federationist published in puréuance or 
furtherance of the boycott. 

Without the existence of the boycott, 
the court would be powerless to reach the 
paper. Hence, its power to restrain any 
publication appearing therein can only be 
upheld when it is clearly apparent that 
such publication is in support of further- 


ance of the boycott, and the restraining - 


order must be limited to the particular 
article or articles so published in further- 
ance of the boycott, and cannot extend to 
the paper itself. 

Is that what was done? The decree 
restrains the defendant “from printing, is- 
suing, publishing, or distributing through 
the mails, or in any other manner, any 
copies or copy of the AMERICAN FEDERA- 
TIONIST, or any printed or written newspa- 
per, magazine, circular, letter or other 
document or instrument whatsoever, 
which shall contain or in any manner refer 
to the name of the complainant, its busi- 
ness or its product in the ‘We Don’t Pat- 
ronize’ or the ‘Unfair’ list of the defend- 
ants, or any of them, their agents, serv- 
ants, attorneys, confederates, or other per- 
son or persons acting in aid of or in con- 
junction with them, or which contains any 
reference to the complainant, its business 
or product in connection with the term 
‘Unfair’ or with the ‘We Don’t Patronize’ 
list, or with any other phrase, word or 
words, of similar import, and from pub- 
lishing or otherwise circulating, whether 
in writing or orally, any statement, or no- 
tice, of any kind or character whatsoever 
calling attention to the complainant’s cus- 
tomers, or of dealers or tradesmen, or the 


public, to any boycott against the com- 
plainant, its business or its products, or 
that the same are, or were, or have been 
declared to be ‘Unfair,’ or that it should 
not be purchased or dealt in or handled 
by any dealer, tradesman, or other person 
whomsoever, or by the public, or any rep- 
resentation or statement of like effect or 
import, for the purpose of, or tending to, 
any injury to or interference with the 
complainant’s business, or with the free 
and unrestricted sale of its product, or 
of coercing or inducing any dealer, person, 
firm, or corporation, or the public, not to 
purchase, use, buy, trade in, deal in, or 
have in possession stoves, ranges, heating 
apparatus, or other product of the com- 
plainant.” 

The sustaining of such a decree by a 
court of equity would violate the consti- 
tutional rights of the citizen. It would 
mark the beginning of the era of judicial 
tyranny by the branch of the Government 
charged with the duty of protecting the 
citizen in his constitutional and legal 
rights. 

The clause in the constitution guaran- 
teeing free speech and a free press was 
placed there to prevent a repetition of the 
abuses that had grown up in the monarch- 
ies of Europe, government censorship of 
the press. It is folly to assert that this 
provision of the constitution is a mere 
inhibition on Congress from passing any 
law abridging the freedom of speech and 
the freedom of the press. It forbids gov- 
ernment censorship in all forms, and it 
would be difficult to conceive of a more 
effective method of establishing a govern- 
ment censorship than through the writ of 
injunction. 

For the violation of its commands, the 
contemnor can be dealt with in the most 
summary manner—tried, adjudged, and 
sentenced by the judge whose order has 
been disobeyed. The right of the citizen 
to express his opinions in the way of just 
criticism, either orally or through the 
press, is a privilege that cannot be 
abridged. This right is as essential to 
his liberty as the right to choose his call- 
ing. It may not be assailed even by the 
courts. The right is equally sacred, 
whether exercised individually or in con- 
junction with others. 





332 AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


To hold, however, that the court is pow- 
erless, because of the constitutional inhi- 
bition, to restrain publications in further- 
ance of a conspiracy to boycott, is equiva- 
lent to a declaration that a court of equity 
is powerless to restrain the unlawful con- 
spiracy. The conspiracy here consists of 
declarations and publications in the na- 
ture of threats to coerce innocent persons 
into withholding patronage from com- 
plainant. 

If the constitution forbids the restraint 
of the publications under the protection of 
a free press, it would for the same reason 
prohibit the restraint of the declarations 
under the guaranty of free speech. They 
are both equally sacred in the eyes of the 
constitution. They are coupled together 
in the same amendment, and must stand 
or fall together. The jurisdiction of the 
court to limit or restrain one, will extend 
with equal force to the other. To hold 
that the court is powerless to restrain the 
publications, renders the decree against 
oral threats nugatory; for it leaves the 
defendants in a position where they may 
obey the decree as to oral threats, but ac- 
complish all the objects of the unlawful 
conspiracy by promulgating the threats 
through the medium of the press. 

I agree fully that the record discloses 
a state of facts calling for equitable relief, 
but the decree of the Supreme Court of 
the District should be modified so as to 
apply only to the unlawful acts of defend- 
ants as established by the record. It 
should only restrain the conspiracy, 
which, in this case, consists of threatened 
damage to persons having business deal- 
ings with complainants or threats directed 
against complainant corporation which 
tend to prevent others from freely trans- 
acting business with it. The publications 
complained of, not being in themselves 
subject to equitable restraint, the decree 
should only restrain these publications as 
an incident to and in furtherance of the 
conspiracy. With these modifications, as 
embraced in the modified decree set forth 
in the opinion, I concur. 


MR. CHIEF JUSTICE SHEPARD, DISSENTING: 

Unable to concur entirely in the modi- 
fied decree directed to be entered in this 
case, it is proper to state the grounds of 
my conclusion. 


1. A conspiracy is rightly defined to be 
a combination of two or more persons to 
accomplish something that is unlawful, or 
to accomplish something that is not un- 
lawful by the use of unlawful means. 

The logical deduction is, that a thing 
which is lawful when done by one person 
does not become unlawful when done by 
two or more persons in combination, pro- 
vided no unlawful means are agreed upon 
or used. This doctrine having been de- 
nied by some of the English judges, in 
cases arising out of trades disputes, it was 
finally settled by Act of Parliament. The 
sixth section of the statute, adopted De- 
cember 21, 1906, reads as follows: “An act 
done in pursuance of an agreement or 
combination by two or more persons 
shall, if done in contemplation or further- 
ance of a trade dispute, not be actionable 
unless the act, if done without any such 
agreement or combination, would be ac- 
tionable.” Public Acts, 6 Edw. VII, Chap. 
47. The courts of this country, without 
the aid of statute, have now generally 
agreed that this is the doctrine of the com- 
mon law. It has been declared by C. J. 
McSherry as follows: “Employees have a 
perfect legal right to fix a price upon their 
labor, and to refuse to work unless that 
price is obtained. They have that right 
both as laborers and in combination. 
They may organize to improve their con- 
dition, and to secure better wages. They 
may even use persuasion to have others 
join their organization. 

They have an unquestionable right to 
present their cause to the public in news- 
papers or circulars in a peaceable way, 
but with no attempt at coercion. If ruin 
to the employer results from their peace- 
able assertion of these rights, it is a dam- 
age without remedy. But the law does 
not permit either employer or employee 
to use force, violence, threats of force or 
threats of violence, intimidation or coer- 
cion.” My Maryland Lodge v. Adt. 100 
Md., 238, 249 (A. D. 1905) ; see also, Nat. 
Protective Ass’n v. Cummings, 170 N. Y., 
315, 321, and dissenting, opinion of Vann, 
J., at p. 339. 

2. One person may not only cease to 
labor for another without liability to ac- 
tion, but may also cease or decline to fur- 
ther purchase his goods, or to have any 
business relations with him. 

This being lawful for one person to do, 
does not become unlawful when two or 
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more persons, impelled by a like motive, 
voluntarily agree to do the same thing. 
Consequently, the persons composing the 
organization of the Federation of Labor 
had a legal right to agree together not to 
purchase the goods of the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Co. Refusing to purchase 
those goods does not constitute a “boy- 
cott” in the legal sense. 

A boycott in this sense, must amount to 
what has been sometimes called a “sec- 
ondary boycott.” In the language of 
Brown, J., delivering the opinion of the 
Supreme Court of Minnesota: “A boycott 
may be defined to be a combination of 
several persons to cause loss to a third 
person by causing others against their 
will to withdraw from him their beneficial 
business intercourse through threats that, 
unless a compliance with their demands 
be made, the persons forming the combi- 
nation will cause loss or injury to him; 
or an organization formed to exclude a 
person from business relations with oth- 
ers by persuasion, intimidation, and other 
acts, which tend to violence, and thereby 
cause him, through fear of resulting in- 
jury, to submit to dictation in the man- 
agement of his affairs.” Gray v. Building 
Trades Council, 91 Minn., 171, 179; see 
also My Maryland Lodge v. Adt, too Md., 
p. 248; 8 Cyc., 539. 

So long, therefore, as the members of 
the Federation of Labor contented them- 
selves with refusing to purchase the goods 
of the Buck’s Stove and Range Co., from 
it or from others, their combination was 
not illegal. But when they exceeded that 
limit and extended their purpose to the 
attempted coercion of other persons to 
compel them, against their will, to cease 
business relations with the Company, the 
combination became unlawful. It is un- 
lawful for one man to do such an act, 
and a combination of two or more to do 
it becomes a conspiracy as heretofore de- 
fined. 

That there was such a conspiracy is 
shown by the evidence of the attempts 
made to coerce the St. Louis House-fur- 
nishing Co. and other customers of the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Co., into refus- 
ing to have further business relations with 
that company; which attempts were suc- 
cessful in several instances. To consti- 
tute this coercion, I do not consider it 
essential that it shall amount to violence, 
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or threats of violence to person or prop- 
erty. It may consist of any act or acts 
reasonably calculated to overcome the will 
of the party operated upon. In many in- 
stances, as illustrated by the testimony in 
this case, threats to cease all business re- 
lations with an independent dealer unless 
he shall cease to do business with a party 
named by the threateners, may be as ef- 
fective to compel him to take action 
against his judgment and will, as threats 
of actual violence. To the extent that all 
such coercion of third persons is re- 
strained, I concur in the modified decree. 

3. Assuming that the publication of the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Co. in the “We 
Don’t Patronize” column of the American 
Federationist was a step in the formation 
of a conspiracy to coerce independent deal- 
ers into refusing to have further business 
relations with that company, I cannot 
agree that the publication can be re- 
strained for that reason. Regardless of 
its character or purpose, the publication is 
protected from restraint, in my opinion, 
by the first Amendment of the Constitu- 
tion which forbids any law abridging the 
freedom of the press. 

The liberty of the press became an es- 
tablished principle of the British Consti- 
tution after a long and arduous struggle, 
and consists in complete freedom from 
any kind of restraint. In the language of 
Macaulay, it “has done more for liberty 
and civilization than the Great Charter or 
the Bill of Rights.” 

De Lolme, whose treatise was published 
before our Constitution was framed, de- 
fined its meaning as follows: “The lib- 
erty of the press as established in England 
consists in this, that neither the courts of 
justice, nor any other judges whatsoever, 
are authorized to take notice of writings 
intended for the press, but are confined to 
those which are actually printed, and must 
in these cases proceed by the trial by 
jury.” Const. of England, Chap. 1o. 
Blackstone discusses the principle thus: 
“The liberty of the press is indeed essen- 
tial to the nature of a free state; but this 
consists in laying no previous restraints 
upon publication, and not in freedom from 
censure for criminal matter when pub- 
lished. 

Every freeman has an undoubted right 
to lay what matter he pleases before the 
public: to forbid this, is to destroy the 
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freedom of the press; but if he publishes 
what is improper, mischievous, or illegal, 


he must take the consequences of his own _ 


temerity. To subject the press to the re- 
strictive power of a licenser, as was for- 
merly done, both before and since the rev- 
olution, is to subject all freedom of senti- 
ment to the prejudices of one man, and 
make him the arbitrary and infallible 
judge of all controverted points in learn- 
ing, religion, and government. 

But to punish (as the law does at pres- 
ent) any dangerous or offensive writings, 
which, when published, shall on a fair and 
impartial trial be adjudged of a pernicious 
tendency, is necessary for the preserva- 

“tion of peace and good order, of govern- 
ment and religion, the only solid founda- 
tions of civil liberty. Thus the will of in- 
dividuals is still left free: the abuse only 
of that free will is the object of legal pun- 
ishment. . . . The only plausible argu- 
ment heretofore used for the restraining 
the just freedom of the press, ‘that it was 
necessary to prevent the daily abuse of 
it,’ will entirely lose its force, when it is 


shown (by a reasonable exertion of the 
laws) that the press cannot be abused to 
any bad purpose, without incurring a suit- 
able punishment: whereas it can never be 
used to any good one, when under the con- 


trol of an inspector. So true will it be 
found, that to censure the licentiousness, 
is to maintain the liberty, of the press.” 
4 BL, 151. 

The framers of our State and Federal 
Constitutions were compelled to choose 
between the danger to free institutions that 
would result from any abridgment of the 
freedom of the press, and the evils that 
attend the abuse of that freedom through 
the frequent publication of matter calcu- 
lated to wound feelings, injure character 
and rights of property, and provoke the 
disturbance of the peace. They preferred 
to risk the latter evil. For it there is some 
remedy, though often inadequate, through 
civil actions and criminal prosecutions. 
On the other hand, there is no remedy for 
the mischief of censorship and restraint. 

“It has, accordingly,” says Chancellor 
Kent, “become a constitutional principle 
in this country that every citizen may 
freely speak, write, and publish his senti- 
ments on all subjects, being responsible 
for the abuse of that right, and that no 
law can rightfully be passed to restrain 
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or abridge the freedom of speech of the 
press.” 2 Kent Con., 17. Courts of equity 
cannot act as censors of the press or 
abridge its freedom by the exercise of any 
character of restraint. They have no in- 
herent power to exercise a jurisdiction 
that the Constitution forbids to be con- 
ferred upon them. They have invariably 
denied their jurisdiction to restrain the 
publication of libels of any and every 
character. This has been sometimes as- 
cribed to the principle that they have no 
jurisdiction to prevent the commission of 
crimes; but this is not a satisfactory ex- 
planation. Undoubtedly, a court of equity 
has no criminal jurisdiction and will not 
undertake to restrain the commission of 
a crime merely. But when the threatened 
criminal act will also work an irreparable 
injury to property or rights of a pecuniary 
character, the jurisdiction to restrain or 
arrest its commission is equally undoubt- 
ed. In re Debs, 158 U. S., 564, 593. The 
publication of libellous matter is a crim- 
inal act, but it frequently, if not gener- 
ally, also, works a serious injury to prop- 
erty rights. In case, then, of a threatened 
publication of a libel from which pecuni- 
ary injury would necessarily flow, there 
must be found some other ground for the 
denial of jurisdiction to prevent the in- 
jury. 

The true ground for the denial of juris- 
diction to restrain the publication of a 
libel destructive of property, is that the 
exercise of such jurisdiction would amount 
to an abridgment of the freedom of the 
press by establishing a censorship over 
the press so enjoined. The soundness of 
this view is demonstrated in an able opin- 
ion by Fenner, J., speaking for the Su- 
preme Court of Louisiana, in such a case. 
State ex rel. Liversey v. Judge Civil 
Court, 34 La. Ann., 728, 745. He says: 
“There would be no safe course, except 
to take the opinion of the judge before- 
hand, or to abstain entirely from allud- 
ing to the plaintiff. What more complete 
censorship could be established? Under 
the operation of such a law, with a sub- 
servient or corrupt judiciary, the press 
might be completely muzzled, and its just 
influence upon public opinion entirely par- 
alyzed. Such powers do not exist in 
courts, and they have been disclaimed by 
the highest tribunals of England and 
America. It has passed into a settled rule 
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of jurisprudence that courts of equity will 
not lend their aid to enjoin the publica- 
tion of libels or works of a libellous na- 
ture ; even though the libellous publication 
is calculated to injure the credit, business, 
or character of the person against whom it 
is directed.” 

In view, then, of the provision of the 
first Amendment, I can come to no other 
conclusion than that the only remedy for 
libellous, or otherwise malicious, wrong- 
ful and injurious publications is by civil 
action for damages, and criminal prosecu- 
tion. There is no power to restrain the 
publication. 

For the reasons given I cannot agree to 
the terms of the decree as modified. In 
my opinion, it should be modified so as 
to restrain the acts, only, by which other 


persons have been, or may be coerced into 
ceasing from business relations with the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company; but 
so as not to restrain the publication of the 
name of that Company in the “We Don’t 
Patronize” columns of the AMERICAN FEp- 
ERATIONIST, no matter what the object of 
such publication may be suspected or be- 
lieved to be. 

In what has been said, I am not to be 
understood as intimating that because a 
publication of any character cannot be re- 
strained, it may not become actionable or 
punishable by some one of the processes 
of the law, when shown to have been 
made as an act, or one of a series of acts 
in furtherance of the objects of an ascer- 
tained conspiracy. That question is not 
involved. 





LABOR TRIUMPHANT. 


Hail! mighty thing of brain and brawn, 
Whose head and hands uphold the world. 
Hail, Conqueror! Awake! the dawn 
Of thy day comes apace, and hurled 
Into the limbo of the past 
Will be thy wrongs, if thy strong hands 
But pull together and hold fast 


Each right when gained. 


But thy demands 


Backed by thy manhood’s might must be; 
Thou canst not win with half thy power. 


Waken! Unite! 
Thou art resistless. 
Is ripe. 


Then. like the sea, 
Lo! the hour 
The hands of Time and Fate 


Point to the dawn; and from its sleep 
Of ages, heavy-eyed and late— 

But not too late its tryst to keep— 
Great Labor wakes, and, with wide eyes 

Of wonder, sees his giant form, 
Begins his force to realize; 

And, looking on the pygmy swarm 
Which fattens on him, and with chains 

Of golden tissue binds his brawn 
And its colossal strength restrains, 

Laughs, half in rage and half in scorn; 
And, breaking, one dy one the bands 

Of minted gold his own hand wrought, 
Rises triumphant, proudly stands 

Upon the world his toil hath bought 
And paid for many times in coin. 


—EpDMUND DEFREYNE. 
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BUCK’S STOVE AND RANGE COMPANY 
INJUNCTION MODIFIED. 


PORTENTOUS DECISION AND OPINIONS. 











On March 11th the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 
rendered a decision upon the appeal of the American Federation of Labor 
et al. against the temporary injunction which Justice Gould of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia had issued December 18, 1907, upon the 
petition of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company; made permanent by 


Justice Clabaugh. 
The decision greatly modifies the original injunction. It eliminates 


the prohibition of free press and free speech as to printing or discussing 
anything in relation to the Buck’s Stove and Range Company or discussion 
of the injunction itself. It, however, still restrains freedom of the press 
in that it forbids the publication of the ‘‘Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany’’ on the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize’’ list and enjoins the boycott. This 
decision of the Court of Appeals and the accompanying opinions form a 
most important addition to the history of judicial action in relation to 


Labor. 

Justices Robb and Van Orsdel concur in the decision, though giving 
widely different opinions, and Chief Justice Shepard dissents. 

Before discussing this decision we will remind our readers briefly of 
the history of the Buck's Stove and Range Company injunction. 

The text of the original injunction, and also that of the modified injunc- 
tion, is quoted elsewhere in this issue as a portion of the Court of Appeals’ 
decision. The original injunction not only prohibited the publication of 
the Buck’s Stove and Range Company in the ‘‘ We Don’t Patronize List ’’ 
of the American Federation of Labor, but also enjoined the right of free 
press and free speech, forbidding any reference whatever to the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Company, either oral or printed, and prohibiting the 
publication and mailing of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST or any other 
printed matter containing any reference to the Buck’s Stove and Range 
controversy. The discussion of the injunction itself and the principle upon 
which it was based was prohibited by the very terms of the order. 

It will be remembered that the American Federation of Labor imme- 
diately complied with the original injunction issued December 18, 1907, to 
the extent of removing the Buck’s Stove and Range Company from the 
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‘‘We Don't Patronize List.’’ Editorially and by speech and circulars and 
in convention the officers of the American Federation of Labor, however, 
continued to protest against the deprivation by injunction of the constitu- 
tional liberties of free press and free speech. 

Saniuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison, upon the peti- 
tion of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, were subsequently tried for 
contempt of the injunction, because they had exercised these rights, and 
on December 23, 1908, were sentenced by Justice Wright to imprisonment 
for twelve, nine, and six months respectively. 

The appeal by the American Federation of Labor against the original 
injunction was then pending. It is upon this appeal that the decision of 

* March 11th was rendered. An appeal from Justice Wright’s opinion and 
sentence in the contempt case is now pending before the same Court of 
Appeals. 

We print elsewhere in this issue the exact text of the decision and the 
widely differing opinions of the three judges. 

We trust that our readers will study carefully the entire text of the 
decision, especially those portions in which the three justices express their 
own opinions on the merits of the case and the rights and principles 
involved. 

The reasoning of Chief Justice Shepard, who dissents from Justices 
Robb and Van Orsdel, shows that study of modern industrial conditions 
which is so often lacking on the part of the judiciary. His argument on 
free press and free speech is a veritable classic and will live for all time, 
and though the minority opinion in this case, yet we believe its reasoning 
will at no distant day become the ruling of the courts on the issues 
involved. 

Judge Van Orsdel also reasons clearly and cogently on the rights of 
labor, especially in regard to the strike, and somewhat less accurately on 
the boycott. Indeed, if Justice Van Orsdel followed his reasoning in his 
decision he would be found dissenting and declaring the injunction uncon- 
stitutional. 

Even Justice Robb, whose opinion is least favorable to our contentions, 
yet finds that the original injunction was altogether toosevere. He believes 
that the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize List’’ should be enjoined if it is used i” _further- 
ance of the boycott, but that no injunction should operate to prevent the pub- 
lishing, mailing, or distribution of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST, nor 
should an injunction hold to deny freedom of speech or of the press in any 

other particular except the ‘‘We Don't Patronize’’ or ‘‘Unfair’’ list, when 
used as part of an unlawful conspiracy. 

Justice Robb is absolutely wrong in his assumption that any such un- 
lawful ‘‘conspiracy’’ existed, but he bases his decision on this error in fact. 

The independent use of a customer’s purchasing power and the legal- 
ity of the direct boycott are upheld by Justices Shepard and Van Orsdel, in 
the main, along the lines which Labor has so long contended. Indeed, their 
language is sometimes almost identical with that which Labor has used in 
explanation and defense of these rights. 

The reasoning of Justices Shepard and Van Orsdel in relation to 
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strikes is accurate and splendidly put. They both show how the right to 
strike gradually emerged from a criminal conspiracy in the eyes of the law 
into an acknowledged right on the part of the workmen, and that the dam- 
age resulting to the employer does not affect that right, it being a damage 
‘‘without remedy at law.’’ 

The same reasoning applied to the boycott as it is actually used, would 
have landed the boycott in the same category of legal rights as the strike, 
but all of the justices stopped short on their boycott reasoning and decided 
that the concerted action and the warning to dealers of withdrawal of pat- 
ronage constituted some sort of an unlawful conspiracy which should be 
enjoined. 

The Court of Appeals did not take any original testimony in the case, 
and we think the judges are somewhat in error in their estimate of the 
actual facts in relation to the boycott of the Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany. This is understandable from the fact that the American Federation 
of Labor has at no time entered a detailed defense in court to the allega- 
tions of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, although the charges are 
untrue in many important particulars, as we have shown in these columns. 

On account of the fundamental issues of free press and free speech, 
which were involved in the original injunction, we preferred to stand upon 
the unconstitutionality of the injunction rather than obscure this great issue 
by going into the details of the original trouble with the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company and the manner in which the boycott was carried on. 

Justice Wright’s prejudiced and misleading extracts from the original 
testimony, and his ignoring of testimony, also tended still further to becloud 
the facts, so that we are not surprised that the justices of the Court of 
Appeals do not see their way through the maze to enunciate the principles 
underlying the right to boycott as clearly as they do the right to strike. 

The prohibition of free press and free speech which loomed so large in 
the original injunction is lessened to a considerable extent in the modified 
injunction. 

Indeed, all three justices are at pains to say that the only reason the 
publication of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company is enjoined from 
appearing on the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize’’ list is because they believe that a 
‘“‘conspiracy’’ to boycott had been entered into and that ‘‘threats,’’ intimi- 
dation and coercion had been used on innocent third parties. On this 
wrong assumption the modified injunction is ordered. 

It is regrettable that the court should be so in error as to the facts of 
the boycott. 

Even if we had been guilty of unlawful conspiracy and coercion and in- 
timidation—which we were not—surely there should be some more adequate 
punishment than a mere injunction. In fact, existing laws do provide 
greater punishments for these offenses, and we respectfully submit that if 
we be found guilty of them the usual legal punishment should apply and 
we should not be permitted to escape under a mere injunction. 

Justice Van Orsdel in defining a legal boycott says: 


Again, we do not assume that it will be contended that a citizen has not perfect 
freedom to deal with whom he pleases, and withhold his patronage for any reason that 


























AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 339 


he may deem proper, whether the reason be one originating in his own conscience, or 
through the advice of a neighbor, or through the reading of an article in a paper. 
Neither would it be unlawful forsuch citizen to advise another not to deal with a person 
with whom he has concluded not to continue his patronage. If this advice may extend 
to one, it may to a hundred; and the thing done will not be actionable so long as it is 
an expression of honest opinion and not slanderous, however much the intercourse be- 
tween this citizen and his neighbor may operate to injure the person against whom the 
advice is directed. 


No one doubts, I think, the right of the members of the American Federation of 
Labor to refuse to patronize employers whom it regards as unfair to labor. It may pro- 
cure and keep a list of such employers not only for the use of its members, but as notice 
to their friends that the employers whose names appear therein are regarded as unfair 
tolabor. This list may not only be procured and kept available for the members of the 
association and its friends, but it may be published in a newspaper or series of papers. 
To this extent they are within their constitutional rights, at least, where a court of 
equity can not intervene. 


This isa very fair statement of the process of the boycott against the 
Buck's Stove and Range Company, hence we repeat, we can not see how an 
injunction can rightfully apply. 

Indeed, Justice Van Orsdel, after reviewing the case and citing au- 
thorities, says: 


There is nothing complained of in this case for which there is nota 
specific legal remedy provided. Hence, the only excuse for a court of equity 
taking jurisdiction is because the legal remedy i is inadequate to prevent irreparable in- 
jury and avoid a multiplicity of suits. This is the one instance when equity jurisdic- 
tion will be assumed and exercised with the utmost caution; not assuming anything 
that can be avoided, or taking jurisdiction where the legal remedy is at all adequate. 


But we most earnestly protest against this use of the injunction merely 
because it is more convenient than the normal legal remedy of suits and 
proof of damage. It is just this abuse of the injunction power which led 
to such injunctions as the original one issued by Justice Gould. No mat- 
ter how cautiously or carefully used, the application of the injunction in 
labor cases where there is another equitable remedy at law is sure to do 
great damage, especially in the setting of precedents for still graver usur- 
pation of power at the hands of courts. 

As Justice Van Orsdel truly says: 


The courts of the United States will be useful and fulfill the functions for which 
they were created, only so long as they are content tointerpret the laws in conformity 
with the limitations of the constitution. Any attempt to disobey these restrictions is a 
step across the danger line; and will, of necessity, lead to judicial arrogance, tyranny, 
and oppression. If, in any particular, we have outgrown the constitution, the remedy 
is plain and simple. It is within the power of the people to amend it; but this pre- 
rogative is not reposed in the courts. 


The more carefully the complaint of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company is studied in the light of facts, the more clear becomes the con- 
viction that if that company suffered any legal damage, the ordinary pro- 
cesses of damage suit and proof before jury should have been invoked instead 
of the injunction. 

Note what Justice Van Orsdel says further of the boycott: 

I conceive it to be the privilege of one man, or a number of men, to individually 
conclude not to patronize a certain person or corporation. It is also the right of 
these men to agree together, and to advise others, not to extend such 
patronage. That advice may be given by direct communication or through the 
medium of the press, so long as it is neither in the nature of coercion or athreat. As 
long as the actions of this combination of individuals are lawful, to this point it is not 
clear how they can become unlawful because of their subsequent acts directed against 


the same person or corporation. To this point, there is no conspiracy—no 
boycott. The word ‘‘boycott’’ is here used as referring to what is usually understood 
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as ‘‘the secondary boycott;’’ and when used in this opinion, it is intended to be applied 
exclusively in that sense. It is, therefore, only when the combination becomes a con- 
spiracy to injure by threats and coercion the property rights of another, that the power 
of the courts can be invoked. This point must be passed before the unlawful 
and unwarranted acts which the courts will punish and restrain are 
committed. 


The absolute fact is that this point never was passed in the boycott of 
the Buck’s Stove and Range Company. 

The union men and their friends expressed their intention not to buy 
Buck’s stoves and ranges because that firm refused to grant its employes 
the equitable conditions and hours which the unions could obtain from 
other firms in similar lines of business. 

Union men notified local dealers that they did not intend to buy any 
more Buck’s stoves and ranges. Also stated that they would transfer their 
patronage to firms which did not carry the unfair stoves. 

Never anywhere in the history of this boycott is there the slightest 
record of the union men or their friends attempting to ‘‘coerce’’ third par- 
ties against their will to quit buying the Buck’s stoves and ranges. 

In order to do this they would have to threaten or intimidate or 
erce’’ other customers. This was never done. Where, then, lay the con- 
spiracy, even according to Justice Van Orsdel’s own definition? 

The judges in this decision seem to confuse the retail dealers with 
customers who might buy stoves. The retail dealers were not customers 
buying stoves in the same sense as a man who bought one for use in his 
household. They were the representatives of the Buck's Stove and Range 
Company to put the stoves within reach of the retail customer. Even then 
no merchant was subjected to ‘‘coercion’’ or made the victim of any con- 


ae 


co- 


spiracy against his business. 

Instead of quoting other cases on conspiracy, we wish that the judges 
had analyzed the case in point more closely. While some letters are 
quoted from certain firms to the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, yet 
there is no exact statement of the action by union men and their friends 
which led to these letters. It is all ex parte statement on the merchant’s 
part. It may easily be inferred that a merchant wishing to terminate his 
business relations with the Buck’s Stove and Range, Company might con- 
siderably exaggerate the pressure put on him by the union men and their 
friends. 

Under Justice Van Orsdel’s definition of the boycott we state most 
truthfully, earnestly, and sincerely that at no time has any action of the 
unions exceeded what he lays down as perfectly legal. 

A notice from the union men to the retail dealer that there was a boy- 
cott on the Buck’s stoves and ranges was the only means of reaching the 
article as it came in contact with the retail purchaser. To notify the firm 
itself would accomplish no purpose, since it already knew the fact and had 
every reason to hide it from the retail dealers, and thus keep them in 
ignorance that organized labor and its friends would no longer buy the 
stoves. 

Were the letters published from local unions and central bodies 
to retail dealers it would be found that there was never a single threat. 
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There was only the statement of fact as to the difficulty between the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company and its employes, and this was given asa 
reason why organized labor would not purchase these stoves until relations 
became harmonious between the firm and its employes. 

Organized labor, in giving this notice to retail dealers, was really 
doing them a service. It could have ceased to buy the stoves and have 
stayed away from the stores, saying never a word asto the reasons why, and 
thus have left the retail dealer to come to grief with his stock of stoves, 
not knowing why they were no longer purchased. 

We have never slandered, we have never libeled the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company or its president, Mr. Van Cleave, or any of his associates. 
We have confined ourselves strictly within the limits of truth in the con- 
troversy between that company and Labor. 

Feeling that the retail dealer was an inuocent party to the controversy, 
organized labor strove not to ruin his business, but to let him know how 
he might keep their patronage. On this information he might adjust his 
business relations to retain their trade if he valued it. If not, he might 
continue to keep the unfair stoves and sell them to people who were not 
members of organized labor or interested in its contentions or the sympa- 
thies of its friends. ; 

In stating that they would entirely withdraw their patronage from a 
dealer who continued to handle Buck’s stoves and ranges the union people 
were only exercising the right which they undoubtedly possess to dispose 
of their purchasing power wherever they please» It is perfectly human 
and understandable that they would prefer to buy goods where retail deal- 
ers handled, if not union-made goods, at least those which were not under 
the ban of being produced by manufacturers hostile to the workers’ cause. 

The sum of Labor’s offending seems to be that it has been too open 
and frank in its dealings. It could have ceased its patronage with pre- 
cisely the same effect which has obtained and have left not the slightest 
evidence of how the result was accomplished. Its desire to save the retail 
dealer from the embarrassment of innocently loading up with boycotted 
stoves seems to have reacted as an evidence of ‘‘conspiracy’’ and ‘‘coercion’’ 
to ruin the dealer’s trade. Just the opposite effect was sought by the 
friendly warnings, but as yet none of our judges seem to understand this 
phase of the case. 

So great an advance has, however, been made in this decision that in 
some future decisions we may look for a full understanding of the boycott. 

After the general decision itself is discussed it is most interesting to 
review the dissenting opinion of Mr. Chief Justice Shepard. He says: 


Unable to concur entirely in the modified decree directed to be entered in this 
case, it is proper to state the grounds of my conclusion. 

1. A conspiracy is rightly defined to be a combination of two or more persons to 
accomplish something that is unlawful, or to accomplish something that is not unlaw- 
ful by the use of unlawful means. 

The logical deduction is, that a thing which is lawful when done by 
one person does not become unlawful when done by two or more persons 
in combination, provided no unlawful means are agreed upon or used. 
This doctrine having been denied by some of the English judges, in cases arising out 
of trades disputes, it was finally settled by act of parliament. The sixth section of the 
statute, adopted December 21, 1906, reads as follows: ‘‘An act done in pursuance of an 
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agreement or combination by two or more persons shall, if done in contemplation or 
furtherance of a trade dispute, not be actionable unless the act, if done without any 
such agreement or combination, would be actionable.”’ 


Chief Justice Shepard here agrees with the definition of conspiracy 
which the labor unions have long held to be correct, but which less en- 
lightened judges have denied. Indeed the favorite means of finding a 
strike or a boycott a criminal conspiracy has been to insist that what 
might with perfect legality be done by one person became criminal when 
done by two or more, We earnestly commend the above oninion of Justice 
Shepard's to all thoughtful people. We believe it expresses a truth which 
when applied to many intricate problems of modern industrial life will 
tend to give justice to the worker. 

Justice Shepard approvingly quotes the English trades dispute act 
enacted in 1906, defining very clearly the fact that a combination of two 
or more persons to do a thing shall not be actionable unless the thing done 
would be actionable if done without such agreement or coimbination. 

If Congress would take this reasonable view of the case and enact a 
measure covering the same ground as the British trade dispute act then 
would Labor secure relief from the wrongful application to unions of the 
Sherman anti-trust act and also from much abuse of the injunction writ. 

Justice Shepard reviews the provisions of the original injunction which 
forbade the printing or distribution through the mails of the AMERICAN 
FEDERATIONIST if it contained any reference to the boycott and also pro- 
hibited any oral mention of the relations of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company’s affairs to Labor, not only by the officers of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, but by any agent or attorney. On the general character of 


the original injunction he says: 

The sustaining of such a decree by a court of equity would violate 
the constitutional rights of the citizen. 

It would mark the beginning of the era of judicial tyranny by the 
branch of the government charged with the duty of protecting the citi- 
zen in his constitutional and legal rights. 

The clause in the constitution guaranteeing free speech and a free 
press was placed there to preventa repetition of the abuses that had 
grown up in the monarchies of Europe, goverument censorship of the 
press. 
, It is folly to assert that this provision of the constitution is a mere 
inhibition on Congress from passing any law abridging the freedom of 
speech and the freedom of the press. 

It forbids government censorship in all forms, and it would be diffi- 
cult to conceive of a more effective method of establishing a government 
censorship than through the writ of injunction. 

For the violation of its commands, the contemnor can be dealt with 
in the most summary manner—tried, adjudged, and sentenced by the 
judge a order has been disobeyed. 

The right of the citizen to express his opinions in the way of just 
criticism, either orally dr through the press, is a privilege that can not 
be abridged. 

This right is as essential to his liberty as the right to choose his call- 
ing. It may not be assailed even by the courts. The right is equally 
sacred whether exercised individually or in conjunction with others. 


This is in marked contrast to Justice Wright’s assertion which we 
quote from his decision sentencing Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison to 
prison for alleged contempt of the original injunction. 

Says Justice Wright: 

So with respect to the inhibition against abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press; the constitution nowhere CONFERS a right to 
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speak, to print, or to publish; it guarantees only that in so far as the 
federal government is concerned ITS Congress shall not abridge it; and 
leaves the subject as the other to the regulation of the several states, 
where it belongs. 

The contrast of judicial opinion is so marked that no comment is nec- 
essary, though we might say, in passing, that nowhere do we discover in 
this opinion of the Court of Appeals any disposition to agree with Justice 
Wright’s construction as to what constituted contempt of the original 
injunction. 

Referring to the right to publish Justice Shepard says, in paragraph 3 
of his opinion, in regard to publication of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company in the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize List’’: 

Assuming that the publication of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company in the ‘*We Don’t Patronize’’ column of the American Fed- 
erationist was a step in the formation of a conspiracy to coerce inde- 
pendent dealers into refusing to have further business relations with 
that company, I can not agree that the publication can be restrained 
for that reason. Regardless of its character or purpose, the publica- 
tion is protected from restraint, in my opinion, by the first amend- 
ment of the ‘constitution which forbids any law abridging the freedom 


of the press. 

It would seem from the above quoted paragraphs that Justice Shepard 
finds ample reason for refusing to agree to an injunction which would 
forbid the publication of any firm on the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize List.’ 
Indeed, he follows it with quotations which are a splendid defense of the 
right of free press and free speech. His opinioh on this point and the 
authorities he quotes in its support are worthy of careful study by every 
thoughtful person. He goes the length of saying that even were the pub- 
lication of a name on the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize List’’ clearly shown to be 
a step in a conspiracy he still does not think the publication should be 
refused the privilege of mailing, printing, and distribution. 

After this convincing and splendid argument in favor of free press 
and free speech Justice Shepard says the modified injunction should issue 
because he can not believe that the union members should be permitted to 
‘“‘threaten’’ dealers with loss of their patronage. We have answered else- 
where in this editorial that there were no unlawful ‘‘threats,’’ simply a 
statement that patronage would be withdrawn. 

Justice Shepard even says: 

So long, therefore, as the members of the Federation of Labor contented them- 
selves with refusing to purchase the goods of the Buck’s Stove and |Range Company, 
from it or from others, their combination was not illegal. 

Regrettably Judge Shepard continues: 

But when they exceeded that limit and extended their purpose to the attempted 
coercion of other persons to compel them, against their will, to cease business relations 
with the company, the combination became unlawful. 

If the notice of withdrawal of patronage is held to be unlawful coer- 
cion, we answer that such notice is not essential. Henceforth, in the 
observance of a boycott the union men and their sympathizers, it appears, 
have only to withdraw their patronage and say nothing about it to the 
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merchant and they will be exercising their right strictly within the deci- 
sion just rendered. - 

In sharp contrast to the opinion of Chief Justice Shepard is a remark 
of Justice Robb, who regards it as an evidence of ‘‘conspiracy’’ and ‘‘coer- 
cion’’ that the unions all over the country took practically simultaneous 
action in boycotting the Buck’s Stove and Range Company and hence 
believes that the officers of the American Federation of Labor should be 
held responsible for having directed and promoted the boycott. 

In this assumption of concerted knowledge and action he differs from 
Justice Wright, who said on this very point in his decision: 


What knows the worker in Texas, Florida, Maine, and Oregon of the merits of 
the original controversy of 36 metal polishers in Missouri? What knows he of the 
refined distinctions about ‘‘boycott,’’ ‘‘conspiracy,’’ ‘‘injunction,’’ and the ‘‘voidness 
for want of jurisdiction’’ of judicial decrees? 


We might leave the reader to form his own conclusion as to which 
judge best understands the knowledge which the man of Texas, Florida or 
Oregon may have as to the important affairs of the American Federation of 
Labor. 

This modified injunction more than hints that while the publication of 
the Buck’s Stove and Range Company is enjoined in the ‘‘We Don’t Patron- 
ize List,’’ yet the use of that list itself is not enjoined, and the opinions 
seem to be that the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST would not, under any cir- 
cumstances, be denied the privileges of printing and mailing. So one 
wonders what would be done if we were to print the firm on the ‘‘We Don’t 
Patronize’’ list, and then use our admitted right to distribute the pub- 
lication. Could we be adjudged in contempt in the face of these decisions? 
An interesting question, surely. 

But despite the decision of the Court of Appeals maintaining the 
injunction even in modified form, the reasoning of the justices is far in 
advance of most of the decisions rendered by the courts in recent years. 

These opinions will help to check judicial invasion of the rights and 
liberties of the people. They may perchance be a hint to other judges to 
‘slow down’’ in their assumptions that the workers have no rights that the 
courts are bound to respect. 

The opinions in this decision by the Court of Appeals are a happy 
departure from the medieval concept of the rights of the workers and their 
relations to employers and the public which so many judges hold. It is 
at last recognized that times have changed and that modern industrial con- 
ditions can not justly be measured by the logic which would apply to an 
era which has passed. 

By this recent decision the American Federation of Labor is still 
enjoined from maintaining a boycott against the Van Cleave Buck's Stove 
and Range Company, but we have said before and now repeat that there is 
no law compelling union men and their friends to buy a Van Cleave Buck’s 
stove or range, and surely no court order can have that effect. 

Justice Robb, whose opinion is least favorable to Labor’s contentions, 
says on this point: 

We have no power to compel the defendants to purchase complainant's stoves, 
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The decision does not clearly uphold the right to boycott even in 
accordance with its own logic. 

But in view of the false premises and fallacious reasoning by which 
the courts for years have been extending the abuse of the injunction writ 
and by which a whole false superstructure of decisions have been reared, 
it is perhaps too much to expect that the Court of Appeals in one decision 
would recognize and define the full legal rights of the workers and thus 
overturn the consistently illogical and unjust line of injunction labor deci- 
‘ sions for the past 20 years, but progress has been made. The workers will 
continue their struggle for justice in the use of the injunction writ until 
Congress and the courts fully recognize and safeguard those rights from all 
possible abuse. 

The fight must also continue to uphold the right to boycott not because 
the workers have any particular love for the boycott. Indeed they have 
no more love for the boycott than for the strike. 

Both are extreme measures of defense forced upon the workers at 
times by unjust conditions, for which there is no other remedy. The work- 
ers fully realize that the boycott and the strike are means to be used at 
times to maintain their rights and promote their welfare when seriously 
threatened by hostile, greedy, and unfair employers and no other remedy 
seems available. It is not the strike or the boycott itself which matters 
so much, as the recognition of the lawful right to employ either or both 
when necessary. 

With the legal right to strike recognized by the courts and the power 
to strike unquestioned, we find those organizations of workers which are 
best organized and equipped to strike, successfully, have very few strikes. 
The trade agreement and mediation and voluntary arbitration have largely 
replaced the strike. The right and the power to strike have compelled 
fairer consideration, and hence better conditions at the hands of otherwise 
hostile and inconsiderate employers. 

So with the boycott, cleared of wrongful charges and misapprehen- 
sion and recognized asa lawful right, we will find its use diminishing. 
It will be a power held in reserve and used only when no other remedy 
seems adequate. 

Holding fast to what has been gained in this decision and appreciating 
to the full the breadth and clearness of many portions of these opinions, 
Labor will yet press forward unceasingly in its struggle for the recognition 
of allits just claims upon society. Labor will not rest satisfied until it 
secures complete disenthrallment from every vestige of unjust discrimina- 
tion. It will demand and secure equality before the law with all other 
citizens. The future is ours! 





In the March issue of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST we said that we 
would in April publish matter clearly demonstrating beyond a doubt the 
closest kind of combination between Van Cleave and the detective agencies 
to do the crookedest kind of work to bring men into disrepute and to dis- 
rupt organizations of labor. Owing to the great space required this month 
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in publishing the decision and opinions of the Court of Appeals in the 
injunction case and the necessity of discussing at some length editorially 
the importent matters involved, we are compelled to defer the promised 
matter until the May issue. We assure our friends that they will find this 
matter interesting and delectable from every point of view. 





If ever there was a self-inflicted and personally-conducted boycott, it has 


A SELF- been that engineered by the Van Cleave Buck’s Stove 
INFLICTED and Range Company against itself. Its hostile, sensa- 
BOYCOTT. tional, and unjust attacks upon the men of labor and their 


organizations have supplied the material for keeping the boycott fresh in 
the minds of all purchasers. It has been the action of the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company itself, far more than anything labor has done, which 
has made this the most spectacular boycott of our time. 

While the Buck’s Stove and Range Company was published on the 
‘‘We Don’t Patronize’’ list of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST along with 
a number of firms whose relations with organized labor were unfair, yet 
this firm attracted no more attention than many of the others until Mr. 
Van Cleave, through his man Brandenburg and the Pinkerton and Turner 
detective agencies began a crusade of character assassination against the 
men who had devoted their lives to securing the rights and liberties of their 
fellow-men. Mr. Van Cleave, being president of the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company, and also president of the National Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, all his hostile acts took on an intensified meaning to the men of 
jabor. The real activity in the boycott began when an application for an 
injunction against the American Federation of Labor to restrain it from 
boycotting this firm followed the personal attacks upon the men of labor. 
Then, indeed, the union men and their friends from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific sat up and took notice and remembered the unfair standing of this 
firm when they were buying goods. 

When the temporary injunction was issued prohibiting the exercise of 
the right of free press and free speech and the daily press rang with state- 
ments of the case in relation to the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, then 
indeed did many people who had not been concerned with the attitude of 
labor in any other boycott conclude that they would not purchase such 
goods. Then there was the making permanent of the temporary injunc- 
tion, and the appeals for funds by the American Federation of Labor with 
which to carry the case to higher courts. There was the president’s report 
to the conventions, the actions of two conventions—all despite the 
clause of the original injunction prohibiting the exercise of free press or free 
speech in relation to the Buck’s Stove and Range Company. It was these 
things which kept the boycott fresh in the minds of the workers and their 
friends and aroused the most intenseinterest Every hostile move of the Van 
Cleave Buck’s Stove and Range Company, every action leading to greater pub- 
licity of the case increased the boycott. It must be remembered, too, that the 
injunction did not and does not apply beyond the District of Columbia. 

The labor press of the country and the official journals of the various 
trades felt entirely free to publish the non-union and hostile status of the 
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Van Cleave Buck’s Stove and Range Company and to comment freely 
upon the original injunction and contempt proceedings. ‘The institution 
and prosecution of the proceedings for contempt of the injunction 
and the sentence of Gompers, Morrison, and Mitchell to imprison- 
ment for contempt made every union man and every patriotic cit- 
izen realize that while constitutional rights are greater than property rights 
a strong effort was being made to establish the contrary. By a perfectly 
understandable mental process all these happenings kept before the public 
the fact that labor had a formal boycott against the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company, hence we repeat the Buck’s Stove and Range Company 
has been the most potent agent in fastening upon itself a boycott—primary, 
secondary and possibly everlasting—because it has assumed that the courts 
of the land would bolster up its every attack upon the workers, regardless 
of how far it invaded the inherent and constitutionally guaranteed rights 
of the people. 





In his inaugural address President Taft said: ‘‘Take away from courts, 
PRESIDENT TAFT _ if it could be taken away, the power to issue injunc- 
CONSISTENT WITH tions in labor disputes, and it would create a privi- 
JUDGE TAFT. leged class among the laborers and save the lawless 
among their number from a most needful remedy available to all men 
for the protection of their business against lawless invasion. The prop- 
osition that business is not a property or pecuniary right which can be 
protected by equitable injunction is utterly without foundation in prece- 
dent or reason. 

‘‘The proposition is usually linked with one to make the secondary 
boycott lawful. Such a proposition is at variance with the American 
instinct, and will find no support in my judgment when submitted to the 
American people. The secondary boycott is an instrument of tyranny, and 
ought not to be made legitimate. 

‘“The issuing of a temporary restraining order without notice has in 
several instances been abused by its inconsiderate exercise, and to remedy 
this the platform upon which I was elected recommends the formulation 
in a statute of the conditions under which such a temporary restraining 
order ought to issue. A statute can and ought to be framed to embody 
the best modern practice, and can bring the subject so closely to the atten- 
tion of the court as to make abuses of the process unlikely in the future. 
American people, if I understand them, insist that the authority of the 
courts shall be sustained, and are opposed to any change in the procedure 
by which the powers of a court may be weakened and the fearless and 
effective administration of justice be interfered with.’’ 

But in point of fact do the workers desire to become a privileged class 
—a privileged class of wrongdoers? Not at all, and no one knows that 
better than does the President. Are the working people of our country 
wrongdoers? They produce the wealth of our country; they work and 
work, and for their work receive the pittance of a miserable reward; they 
make our country blossom like a rose, yet many live in tenements, slums, 
and sweatshops; they make our country beautiful, strong, and powerful, 
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and yet he would deny them the justice which the constitution of our 
country guarantees them—equality with all other citizens, before the law. 

Of course any statement which a man of Mr. Taft’s standing may make 
js entitled to more than passing notice, and particularly is this sowhen he is 
also President. Then let us ask: Would Labor’s efforts to secure relief by 
law from the admitted abuse of the injunction writ make the workingmen 
‘fa privileged class of wrongdoers’’ in the sense that they would be 
privileged to commit crimes or unlawful acts without punishment? Let 
us see. What does Labor ask at the hands of the lawmakers? 

Labor asks and demands that the courts shall treat every citizen 
alike. : 

That inasmuch as an injunction is never issued to enjoin other citizens 
from the exercise of their personal rights, their personal freedom, it should 
never be issued to enjoin or deny the personal liberty, the personal freedom 
of workingmen. 

Labor asks no immunity or special privilege for anyone, whether 
laborer or other, for any unlawful act; but it does insist upon equality 
before the law for every citizen and will never cease its efforts until it 
achieves justice. 

President Taft and all else whom it may concern should understand 
that there is a universality in the law of right and of justice, and con- 
versely a universality of retribution in the course of wrong and injustice. 
To concede liberty and justice and right is to enjoy it oneself; to impose 
cruelty, tyranny, and injustice, to deny liberty, is to court its reaction on 
one’s own head; in its wake must come the decadence of free institutions. 

If the workingmen, aided by the people generally, will not bestir 
themselves and avail themselves of their power to once for all abolish the 
injustice done them and to secure the rights which are theirs, there may 
be some reason in President Taft’s charge that they may become wrong- 
doers, not a privileged class, but a demoralized, enslaved class of wrong- 
doers to themselves, to their fellows, and to posterity. 

But, thanks to the teachings of Jefferson, Lincoln, Phillips, and Garri- 
son, taken up by the much misrepresented labor organizations, the masses 
of the people of the republic of the United States of America have been 
taught the lesson. They are of the web and woof of our nation. They 
are determined that the light and life of our own republic shall not be 
extinguished, but made to shine brighter, better, and stronger for all time. 

Just before Judge Taft, in 1907, left the United States on his trip to 
the Philippines, he, as an avowed aspirant for the nomination for the 
Presidency, at a public function at Seattle, gave his views as to the claims 
which Labor makes regarding the abuse of the injunction writ. The utter- 
ance was entirely unexpected and apparently unnecessary. Yet no think- 
ing man doubts that when so capable a man as Mr. Taft gives utterance 
to his views on an important question but that there is a specific purpose 
which he has in mind to further. Surely there was no public demand upon 
him at that time to make his position more clear upon this question. Few, 
if any, had any doubt where he stood upon it, and yet there must, we 
repeat, have been some specific purpose which he sought to accomplish. 




















AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 349 


What, then, was that purpose? Let us consider the situation then existing 
and from it draw the logical conclusion. 

President Roosevelt having had brought to his attention the constantly 
increasing judicial invasion, by the abuse of the injunction, of the rights 
of citizens when these citizens were wage-earners, characterized these 
unwarranted actions of the courts in emphatic and denunciatory language. 
In speeches and in messages to Congress he recommended and urged Con- 
gress, by legislation, to abate the abuse and remedy the wrong. It is true 
that his specific recommendations were faulty and worse than ineffective 
if enacted into law. But his keen criticisms of the abuse of injunction by 
the courts were continually broadening. It is likely that had he not been 
so deeply interested in the election of Mr. Taft as his successor, he would 
in due time have agreed with Labor as to the remedy upon which it insists 
and will continue to insist until the workers of our republic are fully 
accorded equality before the law on a par with every other citizen. 

President Roosevelt, in addition to his utterances upon the injunction 
abuse took many of the judges to task in respect to their laxity and ‘‘pecu- 
liar’ judicial interpretation and decisions of law designed to protect the 
people against corporate’ power and discrimination. 

He gave utterance to ‘‘radical’’ views regarding wealthy ‘‘malefac- 
tors,’’ and altogether had brought about an apprehensive mental condition 
of the wealth possessors of the country. In the language of an erstwhile 
Georgian statesman, they feared they did not know ‘‘where they were 
at.’’ President Roosevelt announced that Judge Taft was the man who 
should succeed him as President. 

Judge Taft, while proclaiming that he would follow the ‘‘ Roosevelt 
policies,’’ at once took the opportunity to give the corporations, trusts, 
and employers hostile to labor a broad hint as to where he might be found. 

What better opportunity than at a public dinner at Seattle the night 
before he left for the Orient? What better subject as an indication 
that he was a ‘‘safe’’ man than to declare against Labor’s contention 
for equality before the law? In the one breath he would follow the 
Roosevelt policies, in the next, he would, if elected President, use the in- 
fluence of that great office to prevent the loosening of the fetters placed 
upon Labor by judicial invasion of constitutional guarantees. 

From the tinte Mr. Taft made that speech at Seattle there was not the 
slightest doubt among observing men that his nomination for the presi- 
dency was a forgone conclusion. He was duly nominated and elected and 
in his first utterance as President, in his inaugural address, he repeated 
his assurances to the ‘‘interests.’’ He ‘‘made good’’ to them. 

In his Seattle address, among other things Judge Taft said in sub- 
stance, that any limitation on the power of the courts to grant and enforce 
writs of injunction would be bad and dangerous. That the injunction is 
one of the most valuable, beneficent, and essential instruments; that Labor’s 
purpose was to create for themselves ‘‘a privileged class of wrongdoers,’’ 
and concluded by adding that the remedy proposed in Labor’s (Pearre) 
bill to regulate and limit injunction and thereby secure equal rights of the 
workers with all others was a most dangerous measure, adding: 

‘‘So you see Mr. Gompers’ proposition lacks justice at the foundation. 
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See what the effect would be. It would make a favored class of wrong- 
doers among the workingmen.’’ 

In his recent inaugural address he repeats the same sentiments. 

In another part of President Taft’s inaugural address he declares that 
the Sherman anti-trust law needs amendment, and that at the regular 
session of Congress in December he will make specific recommendations to 
that end. He indicates the purposes for which he believes the Sherman 
law should be amended. And what would the reader imagine the President 
has in mind? Why, the corporations, the trusts, of course, and nothing else. 

The President does not seem to be aware that the Supreme Court has 
rendered a decision by which the voluntary associations of wage-earners, 
the labor unions, may now be proceeded against as combinations in illegal 
restraint of trade, mulcted in threefold damages, the unions dissolved, and 
each member sentenced to a five thousand dollars’ fine and a year’s impris- 
onment. Can it be possible that the President does not know of this 
decision? If he does, are not the workers’ rights and interests entitled to 
the President’s consideration as requiring relief at the hands of Congress 
as well as the trusts and business corporations? 

The only hopeful suggestion in President Taft’s inaugural address 
regarding Labor is that Congress should pass a law that the government 
may become liable for accidents toitsemployes. A proposition, of course, in 
the right direction, but it is only a crumb, and oh what a measly crumb it is. 

We know by experience that it is a hundredfold more difficult to 
secure a measure involving the principle of equality before the law, the 
elements of equal justice and human freedom, than it is to obtain laws of 
the kind the President declares he will recommend. 

We realize that the task which confronts Labor in the effort to educate 
the influential and the powerful is tremendous, and yet it must be under- 
taken with zeal and intensity. We must convince ourselves at the start 
that the prospect of success is certain. It shall not be charged that Labor, 
by neglect, missed its opportunity. 

There is an additional difficulty in the present situation. When a legis- 
lative or administrative officer makes an error he may sooner or later dis- 
cover and rectify it. Some of the greatest statesmen of the world have 
declared that they had no pride of consistency. But when a judge has 
attained fame by rendering a decision or decree, new in character and far- 
reaching in its effects, and particularly when it is quoted as the best 
authority, no matter how it invades the guaranteed rights and liberties of 
the people, it is almost too much to expect that such a judge shall subse- 
quently favor legislation rendering void his decision and his standing as an 
‘‘authority.’’ A statesman, a business man, a workman, a scientist—each 
and all of them may make a mistake and correct it—a judge never. 

In so far as lies in our power we shall regard it as our solemn and 
patriotic duty to aid, as far as the light is given us, in the process of edu- 
cation. It may be a tedious and long task for the toilers, but it must go 
on step by step, day by day, and the very effort will bring a ray of sun- 
shine and more hope in the lives of the workers—indeed of all our people. 
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FOR EQUAL RIGHTS. 


Extracts From Letters and Resolutions Received From International 
Unions, City Central Bodies, State Federations, Local Labor Unions, 
and From People in all Walks of Life, Commenting on Justice 
Wright’s Decision Which Sentenced Gompers, Mitchell, 
and Morrison to Prison for Their Exercise of Free 
Speech and Free Press. 


[The extracts from letters and resolutions, herewith published, were received before the 
decision handed down recently by the Court of Appeals, modifying the Buck’s Stove and Range 


Injunction. 


As the appeal against Justice Wright’s decision is still pending these expressions of 


opinion are of great value as indicating the feeling aroused by that decision.—ED. ] 


Camden (N. J.) Central Labor Union.2 =~” 

You are battling for a free press and a free speech 
for the working class. Never did men wage a 
more just warfare, aud we as representatives of 
organized labor in Cathden, offer you every assist- 
ance in our power. To deny to the wage workers 
the right to combine and fight against what they 
consider an unfair firm is to reduce them to abso- 
lute servitude. There can be no worse slavery 
than compelling the individual to fight single 
handed against an entrenched enemy. 





MARTINS FERRY, OHIO. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

Wishing you success and hoping that you and 
the other officials will win the fight of organized 
labor against the injunction of the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company. 

LLEWELLYN LEwISs, 
President, Ohio Federation of Labor. 





Woodbury (N. J.) Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association. 
Resolved, We, the members of Branch 14 of the 
Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of the United 
States and Canada located at Woodbury, N. J., 
sympathize with Gompers, Mitchell and Morrison, 
while suffering under what we believe to be an un- 
just sentence, wrongfully imposed, do hereby 
pledge ourselves to give you our unqualified sup- 
port, and hope and trust that while resting under 
the yoke of injustice, it will spur your activities if 
it were possible, to greater service in the cause, of 
love and justice; for rights of humanity and the 
preservation of our constitution which creates all 
people free and equal. 
Yours truly and fraternally, 
LORENZO Cary, Pres. 
C. E. HERITAGE, Secy. 





MONTROSE, PA, 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, AND FRANK 
MORRISON. 
GENTLEMEN: Since your sentence it has re- 
peatedly occurred to me that I ought to write you 


a word of encouragement, so that you might have 
the consolation of knowing that men in other 
walks of life than the wage-earner sympathize with 
you and realize the wicked injustice you suffer, 
and understand how it puts in jeopardy the liber- 
ties of all the citizens of the land. 

Having just read in the newspaper that you 
have determined to continue the fight in a regular 
way forthe reversal of this tyrannical decree, and 
that you do not propose to seek executive clem- 
ency, I am now constrained to write and con- 
gratulate you inthe opportunity you have of doing 
your country and your fellow-citizens so great a 
service. 

I have no doubt you would secure pardon. 

I have no doubt the tyrants want you to sue for 
mercy; but if you should, it would rivet the 
chains of your companions, 

If you go to jail it will make world history, and 
usher in the day of liberty and independence. 

Respectfully yours, 
Epson W. SAFFORD, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law. 





Hamilton (Ohio) Trades and Labor Council. 

Resolved, That theCo-operative Trades and Labor 
Council of Hamilton, Ohio, in meeting assembled, 
enters its most emphatic protest against the carry- 
ing into effect of Justice Wright's sentence and 
against any judge-made Jaw; and be it further 

Resolved, That we send word of good cheer to 
our beloved and courageous leader, who has made 
so gallant a fight against the strenuous conditions 
that beset us and for the maintenance of the liber- 
ties of the people, purchased by the heroes of 
1776. 





Silver Bow (Mont.) Trades Council. 
Pres, SAML. GOMPERS: 

Free speech and free press have been guaran- 
teed to us by the constitution and have been 
wrested from tyrants at the cost of years of struggle, 
countless human lives, and rivers of blood. Every 
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human being has the right tothe public ear. Ifa 
man can not speak others can not hear. 

The right of free speech and free press are the 
shining, sparkling, priceless gems in liberty’s 
crown, and any man who does not allow another 
the rights of free speech or free press is a barbarian. 

Speech is the wing of thought, and if free speech 
and free press is not allowed we are not a civilized 
people. 

Free speech has been denied by kings; they 
were tyrants, and when denied by a julge of the 
Supreme Court of the District of Colambia he is 
also a tyrant. 


Watch Case Engravers’ International Aésociation of 
America. 
CANTON, OHIO. 
Pres. SAML. GOMPERS: 

WHEREAS, The decision of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia sentencing Samuel 
Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison to 
at is an indictment on labor and an attack upon 
ree speech, free press, the right of assemblage, 
trial by jury, and the right to organize for self-pres- 
ervation; and, 

WHEREAS, The constitution and fundamental 
laws of this government guarantee the right of 
free speech, free press, the right of assemblage 
and trial by jury. The action of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia is in direct vio- 
lation of the basic laws of the United States of 
America; be it, therefore, 

Resolved, By the national executive board of 
the Watch Case Engravers’ International Associa- 
tion of America, that under the constitution and 
laws of this United States of America Judge Daniel 
T. Wright has no power to enjoin Samuel Gom- 
pers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison from 
exercising their constitutional rights to freedom 
of speech, freedom of publication, nor to deny them 
the right of a public trial by a jury of their peers; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That wesend greetings to President 
Samuel Gompers, Vice-President John Mitchell, 
and Secretary Morrison and urge them to appeal 
their case to the Supreme Court of our country 
and if justice is not given them, then go to jail. 
Accept no pardon; apardonimpliesacrime. You 
are not criminals, you are patriotic citizens. 

Sincerely and fraternally yours, 

GEO. WEIDMAN. 
Nat. Secy.-Treas. 





St. Louis (Mo.) Typographical Union. 


St. Louis Typographical Union No. 8 declares 
its loyalty to the laws of the land and its respect 
for and support of all officers of the law—execu- 
tive, legislative and judicial—in the performance 
of the duties imposed upon them by law; but, in 
common with all citizens, we claim the right, col- 
lectively or as individuals, to criticise the acts or 
declarations of any official or any department of 
government, including the judiciary. 

The sentence of imprisonment by the United 
States Court of the District of Columbia against 
Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Mor- 
rison is, in our opinion, both unjust and unlawful. 
It is unjust in its severity because the punishment 
is not inflicted because of any act of defendants 
alleged to have been committed against the firm 
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in whose interest the injunction was originally 
granted, but solely because of oral and printed 
protestations against the denial of the right of 
freedom to speak and publish. 

We believe the decision is unlawful, for the rea- 
son that abridgment of the liberty of speech and 
of the press is forbidden by the constitution. Such 
liberty is the inalienable right of the citizen, for 
the abuse of which he is liable, under due process 
of law; but he may not be deprived of the right 
to speak or print by court injunction, and pun- 
ished by invasion of the liberty of speech or of 
the press, whether by executive, legislative or ju- 
dicial authority, is an act of tyranny, and the 
consummation of such policy means the end of in- 
dividual liberty. 

We call upon Congress for legislation to effect- 
ually arrest the tendency of the federal courts to 
invade the rights of the citizen, and to make good 
that boast of every political campaign that in this 
country there are no classes, but that all—rich and 
poor, the strong and the wéak—are equal before 
the law. 

To Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank 
Morrison we send greetings of sympathy and 
repect, and we pledge anew our fealty to the prin- 
ciples and purposes of trade unionism. 

GEO. W. WILSON, 
H. S. SHARPE, Sec. 


President. 





Bronx Labor Council. 
NEw YorK, N. Y. 
Resolved, That the Bronx Labor Council, in 
meeting assembled, registers a vigorous and em- 
phatic protest against said decision and against 
any and all judge-made laws; and be it further 
Resolved, That a mass meeting be held in the 
Bronx for the purpose of protesting against the 
decision rendered by Judge Wright, and to edu- 
cate and arouse the working class as to the dan- 
gers confronting them and their liberties. 
C. H. BAUSHER, Secy. 
PETER McCartay, /Pres. 





_Fitchburg (Mass.) Papermakers’ Local. 

“Resolved, That we, the members of Fitchburg 
Local No, 12, International Brotherhood of Paper- 
makers, enteran emphatic protest against the use 
of our courts to the detriment of the workers; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That we request the United States 
Attorney-General to advance the case of our 
brothers, Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison, on 
the calendar of the Supreme Court that they may 
be given a speedy hearing. 

R. E. ANDERSON, 
President. 





New York Cement Masons’ Union. 


Brother SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

Ata meeting of the above organization it was 
unanimously resolved that the decision rendered 
by Justice Wright was not justified by the evi- 
dence in the case; also that we extend our most 
sincere sympathy to you and your co-workers, 
Brothers Morrison and Mitchell, and that westand 
ready to support you morally and financially as 
far as it is in our power. 

Fraternally yours, 
EDWARD DABKOWSEKEI, 
Secretary. 
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Kansas City (Kans.) Central Labor Union. 


Resolved, That the Central Labor Union, of 
Kansas City, Kans., notes with regret this contin- 
ued invasion of the rights of union men by courts; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That we extend our heartfelt sym- 
pathy to our leaders who have been thus made 
victims of judge-made law and injunction abuse; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That we pledge the unions of Kansas 
City to a continued and more aggressive effort, to 
abolish the practice of governing unions and union 
men by injunctions and the securing and safe- 
guarding of the fundamental and constitutional 
guarantee of freedom of speech and freedom of 
press for organized labor, the same as other classes 
of people of this country. 

GEORGE WESTFALL, 
President. 

RODERICK J. HALL, 
Secretary. 





Newark (N. J.) Musician’s Union No. 16. 


WHEREAS, We deem the decision of Justice 
Wright of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, condemning President Gompers, Vice- 
President Mitchell, and Secretary Morrison of the 
A. F. of L., for contempt of court, and sentencing 
them to terms in jail, as a ruling in direct viola- 
tion of the right of free speech and a free press, 
guaranteed by the federal constitution and the 
constitutions of each and every state in our union; 
therefore be it hereby resolved in quarterly meet- 
ing that: We pledge oursympathyand supportin 
the defense of our noble brothers in the full exer- 
cise of their constitutional rights, which are like- 
wise our rights and the rights of every American 
citizen. 





Jersey City (N. J.) Typographical Union. 


President SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

At the regular meeting of Typographical Union 
No. 94, I was instructed to convey to you the confi- 
dence of the members in you and your colleagues, 
Messrs. Mitchell and Morrison, in your past and 
present actions in the pending injunction case 
and extend any help which we may be able to 
render. Wishing you success in your grand fight 
which you are making for organized labor, I 
remain, 

Yours fraternally, 
PERCY L, ANDERSON, 
Recording Secretary. 





Federated Trades Council of Santa Clara County (Cal.). 

Resolved, That we, the federated trades of Santa 
Clara County, Cal., in regular session assembled, 
do declare our disapproval of said action of the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, in 
imposing sentence upon our comrades, Samuel 
Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison, 
and our disapproval of all injunctions and judi- 
cial actions upon which said sentence is based. 

Resolved, That we believe the great violators of 
the constitutional law of,this republic, and the 
declaration of independence upon which the fun- 
damental principles of our government are based, 
are the courts of our land, in their abuse of the 
injunction, to the detriment of the many, and the 


practical destruction of the enjoyment of free 
speech (and free press) in this country. 

Resolved, That we tender our hearty sympathy 
and assurance of confidence and good will to our 
persecuted comrades, and pledge our faith to do 
all in our power to defeat the efforts of their op- 
pressors and to secure a speedy reversal of their 
unjust sentence. 





Workingmen’s Federation of the State of New York. 
ALBANY, N. Y. 
President SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

Ata meeting of the Executive Council of the 
Workingmen’s Federation of the State of New 
York, the undersigned were directed to express 
to you the appreciation of the members for the 
courageous stand taken by you and Messrs. 
Mitchell and Morrison in behalf of freedom and 
justice to those who work with their hands. His- 
tory is replete with heroism displayed by menand 
women who forgot self in grand endeavors to 
ameliorate the condition of the common people 
and thousands of those who now cry out against 
methods used by organized labor are beneficiaries 
of the successful efforts put forth by the martyrs 
who have gone before. So will millions yet un- 
born benefit by the sacrifices now being made by 
you and your compatriots. The court which sen- 
tenced you to prison for exercising your right of 
citizenship ‘‘must necessarily labor in its own vin- 
dication.’’ But justice will prevail, and history 
will award you a full meed of praise for daring to 
stand up like a man for those whom you represent. 

Sincerely and fraternally, 
DANIEL HARRIS, 
President. 
EDWARD A. BATES, 
Secretary. Treasurer. 





Rock Island (Ill.) Branch, The Socialist Party. 


WHEREAS, The Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia has seen fit to sentence the officers of 
the A. F.of L. to aterm in prison and thereby 
acknowledge that the right of free speech and free 
press as guaranteed by the constitution is a myth 
when the workers of this country are to be con- 
sidered; be it 

Resolved, by the Rock Island Branch of the 
Socialist party, that we enter an emphatic protest 
against the use of our courts to the detriment of 
the workers, 





Carpenters’ District Council of Pittsburg. 


Resolved, That we denounce as vicious and un- 
American, government by injunction. 

Resolved, That we regret the disrespect the 
great yeomanry of the United States are beginning 
to have for the courts of the land, because many 
of the judges show that their sympathies are 
diametrically opposed tothe rights of the men who 
toil, and that i the laws are to be respected, 
courts must administer justice alike, to the rich 
and the poor. 

Resolved, That we are willing to submit the 
merits and the justice of the controversy to the 
sober judgment of the American people, knowing 
that when they are familiar with the facts, their 
judgment will be in accordance with justice. 

: J. C. KEPHART, 
Secretary of C. D. C. 
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Mass Meeting, Belleville (Ill.) 


Resolved, That we most strenuously protest the 
recent decision of Judge Wright, and appeal to all 
citizens, regardless of past or present party affi- 
liations, who love their country and recognize the 
benefits of the liberty of free speech and press be- 
stowed through the sacrifice of our forefathers, 
cemented with their blood, to join us in this pro- 
test and stop further invasion on the rights and 
liberties of the citizens by the judiciary by de- 
manding of their representatives in Congress the 
passage of laws that will confine the judiciary to 
its legitimate functions in the interpretation of 
the laws, which certainly can not possibly include 
an order of injunction prohibiting free men from 
walking on the highways, expressing their free 
opinion either by word of mouth or pen, or meet- 
ing in peaceable assemblage. 


Mipas, NEVADA., 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, FRANK 
MORRISON. 

DEAR SIRs: Two hundred sturdy miners from 
these Nevada Mountain peaks send you sympathy. 
It is a trumpet blast that arouses the soul of real 
mankind to a sense of responsibility and duty. 

Your persecution is not in vain, for liberty of 
speech rationally and fairly directed to protect 
right and overcome wrong and the right to strug- 
gle for decent existence, will not down. 

Be of good cheer, the outrages perpetrated upon 
you are but the forcing of the dawn of a time 
when arrogance and despotic and brutal repres- 
sion of the natural right of toil will have its end- 
ing. The human race will not be enslaved forthe 
benefit of the few, and this blow at the rights of 
the people will bring its own condemnation. 

Sincerely yours, FRANK L. REBER. 
Editor, Gold Circle News. 


Ann Arbor (Mich.) Trades Council. 


Organized labor of Ann Arbor, Mich., in a spe- 
cial meeting called by the trades council drew up 
a resolution, protesting against Justice Wright’s 
decision in the Gompers, Mitchell, Morrison case, 
in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

By order of the council, the secretary of this 
body forwards you this resolution of sympathy, 
pledging our support in whatever way it may be 
required. 


Central Labor Union of Pottsville, Pa. 


Resolved, That we protest against the decision 
rendered by Judge Wright; and be it further 

Resolved, That we pledge our support to 
Brothers -Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison in 
.. their fight for free speech and a free press. 


Poughkeepsie (N. Y.) Trade and Labor Council. 
POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y., 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

At the last regular meeting of this council I was 
instructed to write you protesting against Justice 
Wright’s decision against yourself, Brothers Mor- 
rison and Mitchell. You have our moral and entire 
financial support if necessary. 

EpwIn L. CoviLue, Secretary. 
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Tacoma (Wash.) Central Labor Council. 


At a regular meeting of Tacoma Labor Council 
it was, by unanimous vote, declared that this 
council hereby condemns and disapproves of th« 
recent jail sentence imposed by Justice Wright on 
Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison, and we hereb) 
tender our most sincere sympathy and support. 

W. J. BRADFORD, Cor. Sec. 


Scranton (Pa.) Central Labor Union. 


The Central Labor Union of Scranton and vicin 
ity protests against the action of Justice Daniel T 
Wright of the Supreme Court of the District « 
Columbia, in his sentence of imprisonment fo: 
Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Mor 
rison, members ot the Executive Council of th: 
A. F. of L. 

We recognize in this summary conviction and 
unwarranted sentence of citizens a transgression 
of the rights of citizenship guaranteed under the 
constitution of the United States. 

E. C. PATTERSON, Sec. 


Cincinnati (Ohio) Iron Molders’ Union. 


President SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

We wish you to understand we are with you in 
your fight for free speech, and all feel the deci- 
sion of Wright is an imposition on our rights. 

Assuring you that you have our hearty support 
and sympathy in your fight. 

JouHN B. ConNOLLY, Sec. 


San Juan (P. R.) State Branch of Federation of Labor. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

The executive council of the state federation in 
this island, knowing the severe sentence imposed 
on you and Brothers Mitchell and Morrison, offer 
our co-operation in all that which may be neces 
sary for the restoration of the principle of justice 
involved in your case. 

The general sentiment of your brothers in this 
island is unequivocally and unconditionally favor- 
able to the stand taken by you in your case, as 
well as in everything connected with your noble 
crusade for the restoration of the rights of the 
workmen. 

By direction of the executive council, in session, 
please receive the testimony of our profound 
sympathy. 

SANTIAGO IGLESIAS, 
President. 
RAFAEL ALONSO, 
Gen’l Secretary. 


Wallace (Idaho) Trades and Labor Council. 

Resolved, By the Wallace Trades and Labor 
Council, that the decision of Judge Wright, of 
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, in 
sentencing Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, and Mor- 
rison to terms of imprisonment for the allege« 
violation of an injunction issued against them b) 
the courts, is un-American, an abridgment of free 
speech and of a free press, which the constitutio: 
of the American Republic guarantees to its citi 
zens; that such a decision tends to destroy ever) 
means of defense left to organized labor in com- 
batting the injustice of corporate greed. 

Resolved, That we extend our moral and finan 
cial support to Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, anc 
Morrison in their appeal to the higher courts. 
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St. Michael’s Church. 

NEw YORK, Jan. 4, 1909. 
My DEAR MR. GOMPERS: Permit me to say that 
have followed the injunction and contempt case 
before the courts with much interest. It has 
seemed to me that your action was very temperate. 
| do not know whether the recent decisions of the 
court with regard to labor matters, the Danbury 
hat case and this case, are due to the fault of the 
laws or to the fault of the courts, but looked at 
from the point of view of equity and considera- 
tions of public benefit, they are certainly most 
unfortunate. In the matter of the contempt de- 
cision and the condemnation to imprisonment of 
yourself, Mr. Mitchell, and Mr. Morrison, I was 
most unfavorably impressed by the utterance of the 
judge. It was lacking in dignity and it is difficult 
to describe it as anything else than virulent. I 
regret exceedingly that the method of his charge 
should have been such as it was. I am glad to see 
that such cautious and careful journals as the Out- 
look and the /ndependent are in essence arrayed 
against this decision. I thought that Judge 
Parker’s argument, printed in the AMERICAN- 
FEDERATIONIST and his interview on the subject 
of the decision, published in the New York papers, 

were both admirable. 

Yours very truly, JOHN P. PETERS. 

Ohio Valley Trades and Labor Assembly. 

WHEELING, W. VA. 
We, the officers and delegates to the Ohio Val- 
ley Trades and Labor Assembly, do hereby extend 
to Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison, 
our sincere sympathy for the great injustice 
heaped upon them through the decision of Justice 
Wright. We further assure them our moral and 
financial support to the fullest extent in this fight 

for our constitutional rights and liberties. 


Jersey City (N. J.) Waiters’ Union. 
PRESIDENT SAMUEL GOMPERS: 
Mitchell, Morrison, and yourself are martyrs for 
a principle that must win in the end. We are with 
you to a man. Wo. F. KAVANAGH, 
Business Agent, 


Sydney and District Trades and Labor Association. 
GLOUCESTER, ENG. 
To THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OFFICE, 
Washington: 

The above association learn with regret and in- 
dignation of the sentence of Messrs. Gompers 
pers, Mitchell and Morrison, of the A. F. of L., 
believing, as we do, that Judge Wright allowed 
class bias to determine his judgment to such an 
extent as to not only aim a deadly blow at thecon- 
stitution of trades unionism, but at American citi- 
zenship itself. 

We remain on behalf of the above association, 

Yours respectfully, 
CHas. HOWELLS. 
WILLIAM DARTERS. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
Vresident SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

Accept my congratulations as being the latest 
victim of unworthy judicial system of reaction and 
iutimidation. 

I believe the conviction and probable punish- 
went of our international officers will result in 
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great good, a clear definition of our present rights 
and the raising of individual and collective liberty 
to its former irreproachable standard. 

There is no disgrace in your conviction. It is 
simply one more evidence of your faithfulness and 
love toward humanity. 

EDWIN R. WRIGHT, 
President, lll. State Fed. of Labor. 


Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants. 


LONDON, ENGLAND. 
At a meeting of the above council it was 
Resolved, That this, the London Council of the 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants of the 
United Kingdom, protest very strongly against 
the sentences passed on Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, 
and Morrison of the A. F. of L. by a judge of the 
United States court of justice for trying to uplift 
their fellow-workers, and we consider 1t nothing 
short of a scandal that injustice of this sort should 
be tolerated in a civilized country, and we call for 
the release of the above named. 
A. HARBER, 
Secretary. 


Birmingham (Ala.) Typographical Union. 


Resolved, That Birmingham Typographical 
Union No. 104, in regular session assembled, 
pledge its undivided moral and financial support 
to Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison in their strug- 
gles for justice. 


Holyoke (Mass.) Bricklayers’ Union. 


Resolved, That we, the members of Bricklayers’ 
and Plasterers’ Union No. 2 of Massachusetts, as 
American citizens, consider the decision of Judge 
Wright in direct opposition to American citizen- 
ship and the freedom guaranteed by the constitu- 
tion of the United States, and consider Justice 
Wright’s position as arrogant and un-American. 

E. F. Down, Pres 


Concord (N. H.) Central Labor Union. 


President SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

Ata regular meeting of the Central Labor Union, 
of Concord, held the fourth instant, there was a 
motion carried that we, the Central Labor Union, 
of Concord, extend a vote of sympathy and also a 
vote of confidence to President Gompers, Vice- 
President Mitchell, and Secretary Morrison in re- 
gard to the decision of Judge Wright It was also 
voted that the Central Labor Union, of Concord, do 
all in our power to help you morally and finan- 
cially. 

Trusting that justice will soon be done and 
that we sltall all be as free as before this decision 
was handed down by Judge Wright. 

Fraternally yours, 
Gro. Evans, Secy. 


Du Quoin (Ill.) Central Labor Union. 


Pres. SAMURL GOMPERS: 

The Du Quoin Central Labor Union in meeting 
assembled extend to you, Brothers Mitchel] and 
Morrison their regret and sympathy, and their be- 
lief that your contest for industrial freedom will 
not be in vain. In this your hour of adversity, 
you retain our confidence and esteem. 

H. C. ROORBACH, 
Secretary. 
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San Francisco (Cal.) Hackmen’s Union. 
President SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

I am instructed to address you a communication 
in the name of the union, extending unto you and 
your colleagues their heartfelt congratulations on 
the manly and heroic stand you have taken in the 
interest of the people’s rights as guaranteed by 
the constitution of the United States, ‘‘ free press,’’ 
‘free speech,’’ ‘‘peaceful assemblage.’’ Such posi- 
tion as taken by you should meet with the appro- 
bation and commendation of every liberty-loving 
citizen of America, feeling assured that the in- 
justice done you will be reversed, and that suffer- 
ing humanity will be blessed and benefited by 
your noble acts and deeds. 

JOHN DOWLING, 
Recording Secretary. 


Salem (Ohio) Local of Socialist Party. 


Resolved, By local of Salem, Socialist party of 
Ohio, assembled in regular session, that we enter 
an emphatic protest against the usurpation of our 
constitutional rights, to the detriment of the 
toilers, and condemn Justice Wright’s decision as 
an intrusion upon the rights and liberties of 
American citizenship. 

OwEN B. Gray, Sec. 


Gulfport (Miss.) Central Trades and Labor Council. 


Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

By instructions of this council I assure you and 
your colleagues of our deep sympathy in your he- 
half and we pledge ourselves to stand by you 
morally and financially. We sincerely hope the 
star of liberty will shine more brightly for all who 
are being persecuted. G. E. Wiison, Sec. 


Missouri State Federation of Labor. 
KANSAS City, Mo. 
President SAaML. GOMPERS: 

The Industrial Council, the central labor unions 
of this city, stands ready to assist you, Brother 
Morrison, and Bro. Mitchell in your battle for free 
press and free speech. We look upon the decision 
of Judge Wright as ridiculous and out of the 
bounds of reason. No appeal tothe President in 
our opinion is necessary; you and your fellow- 
workers have committed no crime. A committee 
from our central body and a similar committee 
from the Building Trades Department met last 
night and instructed me to write you if there is any 
particular thing you would like them todo. Our 
entire movement here is with you to a man. 

JOHN T. SMITH, 
Secretary- Treasurer. 


Parsons (Kans.) Central:Labor Union. 


Resolved, By the union men of Parsons, Kans., 
in mass meeting assembled: That we condemn the 
continued discrimination against union men by 
the courts and protest against the same; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That we extend our heartfelt sym- 
pathy to our leaders who have thus been made the 
victims of judge-made laws and injunction abuse; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That we pledge our continued support 
for a more aggressive effort to abolish the practice 
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of government by injunctions, and to the securing 
and safeguarding of the fundamental and consti- 
tutional guarantee of freedom of speech and of 
the press for all the people. 


Sacramento (Cal.) Federated Trades Council. 


Resolved, That Sacramento Federated Traces 
Council, representing over two thousand waye- 
earners, enters a vigorous protest against the 
judgment and sentence imposed by Justice Wright, 
and calls the attention of the public to this usur- 
pation of power by the judicial branch of our yovy- 
ernment; and be it further 

Resolved, That while we fully appreciate the 
value of the process of injunction in the protec- 
tion of property, we earnestly condemn its use as 
a means of limiting the personal rights of law- 
abiding citizens and consider its application, in 
cases where legal means of remedying any wrong 
committed exist, as contrary tothe spirit of our 
form of government; and be it further 

Resolved, That this council puts itself on record 
as denying any property right in the patronage of 
any individual, and contends for the right to with- 
hold trade from any party inimical to our interests 
and to the co-equal right of inducing our friends 
and sympathizers to do likewise, and be it further 

Resolved, That we highly commend the atti- 
tude of Brothers Gompers, Mitchell and Morrison 
in their resistance of such ‘‘judge-made’’ laws and 
extend to them our moral and financial support, 
in this crisis in our industrial history, while they 
are being martyrized for upholding the personal 
rights of not only organized labor, but the citizens 
of every class and calling, against this usurpation 
of power by the judiciary at the behest of an un- 
scrupulous employer. 


Wood, Wire and Metal Lathers’ International Union. 
CLEVELAND, O. 
Pres. SAM’L GOMPERS: 

Such a decision as that rendered by Justice 
Wright in the case of yourself and colleagues 
should bring to all fair minded men a true realiza- 
tion, if nothing else has, of what government by 
injunction really means. 

It is impossible to believe that such a vindictive 
conception of *‘justice’’ can or will be sustained 
by an unbiased court. 

This unjustifiable penalty will bring organized 
labor even closer together and cause a more cle- 
termined pressure for a correction of the practice 
which allows such unlimited power to an indi- 
vidual, and which practice is rapidly taking from 
us that right guaranteed by the constitution of the 
United States fora trial by jury, where life, lib- 
erty or property is at stake. And which also if 
such a verdict be upheld is taking from us the 
right of free speech. 

For ourselves and organization we wish to ex- 
press our regrets and loyalty and to say that we 
stand ready to assist you in anv manner. 

Wo. J. McSor.ey, Pres. 
RALPH V. BRANDT, Sec. 


State Building Trades Council, California. 
Pres. SAM’L GOMPERS: 

The State Building Trades Council of California 
deeply deplores the action of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia in imposing punish- 
ment upon Mitchell, Morrison, and yourself. We 
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consider the action unwarranted and a harsh and 
unusual punishment of American citizens who 
were acting within their constitutional rights. It 
is an added expression of the attitude of our fed- 
eral courts in regard to the members of organiza- 
tions of wage workers who are guaranteed the 
right of free speech and free press by the consti- 
tution of the United States in the protection and 
conduct of their institutions. 

P. H. McCartnuy, President. 

O. A. TvEITMOER, Sec- Treas. 


New York Union of Elevator Constructors. 


The following resolution was adopted by our or- 
anization: ‘‘Resolved, that we vote our entire 
unds and moral support to protect the leaders of 
organized labor from unjust decisions of this 
sort.’’ JosEpEx F. Murpuy, President. 


Louisville Federation of Labor. 


Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

The Louisville Federation of Labor, at a special 
meeting, voted to extend to yourself, John Mitch- 
ell, and Frank Morrison our moral and financial 
support. GEORGE W. WELLINGTON, 

Secretary. 


Newark (N. J.) Building Trades Council. 


Resolved, That this Building Trades Council, of 
Newark, N. J., convey to Gompers, Mitchell, and 
Morrison our implicit confidence and support and 
tender our assistance in any way possible. 

PHILIP TERRELL, 

HENRY SANDS, 

F, A, FETRIDGE, 
Committee. 


United Trades and Labor Council of Cuyahoga County. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO. 

WHEREAS, A judge of the federal bench in the 
District of Columbia has condemned to a felon’s 
cell Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank 
Morrison for having dared to exercise their 
guaranteed constitutional rights of freedom of 
speech and press, and has drawn the attention of 
the American people to the fact that their rights 
and liberties are gradually and insidiously being 
undermined by arbitrary decisions of courts with- 
out trial by a jury of their peers; 

Resolved, That such arbitrary decisions serve to 

accentuate the demand so frequently made that 
the Congress take immediate steps to enact such 
remedial legislation as will effectually and for- 
ever prevent honest citizens from being conde mned 
as felons and outlaws at the mere dictum of a 
judge. 
' Resolved, That toSamuel Gompers, John Mitch- 
ell, and Fravk Morrison we tender our heartfelt 
sympathy and financial supportin this their hour 
of gloom, and we trust they will find a solace in 
the reflection that the pages of history are 
illumined with the names of men who all through 
the ages have been victims of judicial tyranny 
and usurpation of power—names that today stand 
out as illustrious champions of human liberty, 
while those of their oppressors are held in univer- 
sal execration. 
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Riggers and Stevedores’ Union, San Francisco, Cal. 


Resolved, That the Riggers and Stevedores’ 
Union, of San Francisco, Cal.,do deplore the in- 
justice done by Justice Wright’s decision to the 
said Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank 
Morrison; and denounce the attitude of this par- 
ticular justice towards all organized labor in 
general, and pledges its members to assist morally 
and financially, any action deemed advisable to 
secure a reversal of the decision of this unjust 
court. P. D. HARTHOM, 

President. 
DANIEL J. O'NEILL, 
Rec. and Cor. Secretary. 


New Orleans Central Trades and Labor Council. 


The Central Trades and Labor Council of New 
Orleans and vicinity, representing the greatest 
number of loyal trades unionists in the southland, 
do hereby extend our earnest appreciation of 
your manly and independent action in resisting 
the tyrannicalefforts of the manufacturers’ associa- 
tion through the instrumentality of the courts to 
enslave and imprison our brothers for their efforts 
to uphold the rights of free speech and of a free 
press, and we pledge to you and your colleagues 
in this grave crisis our moral and financial support. 

Government by injunction must and shall cease. 
There are times when forbearance and submission 
is a disgrace. We declare it as our conviction that 
the interests of the toiling millions of our country 
are far more important than that of any other 
class. We share the same faith of the immortal 
Lincoln that labor created all the wealth of this 
world, that ‘‘ Labor existed long before capital did 
and therefore deserved much the greater considera- 
tion.’’ Believing this, we second every effort of 
yourself and your colleagues to gain that consid- 
eration, even to the extent of serving time in jail, 
rather than to be deprived of the right of free 
speech and of a free press. 

THOos. WHITE, 
President. 

Gro. Buocn, 
Secretary. 


The Trades Council of Bay City, Mich. 
Resolved, That we compliment Brothers Gom- 
pers, Mitchell, and Morrison upon the splendid 
struggle they are making in behalf of the Ameri- 
can people, and that we hereby pledge to the A. 
F. of L. such support as we are able to give to the 
end that all possibility of the issuance of such 
liberty-destroying injunctions or proclamations 
shal] be abolished and forbidden by law. 
Louis LECLaIR, Pres. 
WM. SLATTERY, Sec. 


St. Joseph (Mo.) Carpenters’ Union. 

Resolved, That we at this time extend to Messrs. 
Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison our deep feeling 
of sympathy and pledge them our united and 
earnest support in any honorable way, shape, or 
form that they wish. 


Railroad Telegraphers, Roanoke, Va. 
President SAMUEL GOMPERS: 
At our regular meeting of division 14, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, held at Roanoke, Va., 
representing 850 telegraphers on Norfolk and 
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Western railway system, I was instructed to con- 
vey to you the heartfelt sympathy of our entire 
membership. 

We regret very much the recent decision of our 
courts and pledgeto you our hearty co-operation 
in your efforts to have this decision reversed by 
our higher courts. M. G. HARPER, 

Secretary. 


Kalamazoo (Mich.) Trades and Labor Council. 


Resolved, That the Trades Council of Kalamazoo 
extend to Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, and Morri- 
son its earnest and hearty sympathy in their (as it 
believes) unjust and outrageous sentence; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That it pledges its absolute confidence 
in Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison as 
men of unswerving loyalty to the labor people of 
th: country in particular and the world in gen- 
eral; and be it further 

Resolved, Tnat it hereby extends its aid both 
morally and financially to them, to the end that 
the amelioration and emancipation of labor be 
complete. E. A. SMITH, 

President. 
CHAS. SCHAFFER, 
Secretary. 


Cigarmakers’ Union ‘No. 13, New York City. 


Resolved, That Cigarmakers’ Union No. 13 
will do everything honorable in its power 
by giving the officials of the A. F. of L. their moral 
and financial support in their untiring fight for 
free speech and free press, as guaranteed by the 
constitution of our beloved country. 

DANIEL LEvy, 
President. 


District Council Metal Polishers, Syracuse, N. Y. 


At a meeting of District Council No. 5, held at 
Syracuse, the following resolutions were unani- 
mously adopted: 

WHEREAS, The recent decision of Justice Wright, 
of the Supreme Court, sentencing President Samuel 
Gompers, Vice-President John Mitchell, and Sec- 
retary Frank Morrison, of the A. F. of L.., to vari- 
ous terms in jail for an alleged violation of the 
laws or contempt of court, be it 

Resolved, That this conference go on record as 
protesting against such a gross miscarriage of 
justice or the right of free speech and free press ; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That this council regrets such injustice 
to said officials, and endorse the police of the A. 
F. of L. 

JOHN LYONS, 
Secretary-Treasurer 


Vallejo (Cal.) Labor Council. 
Pres. SAMI. GOMPERS: 
Vallejo Labor Council extends greetings, re- 
affirming confidence and support. Your cause is 


just and will prevail. 
D. H. Leavitt, Sec’y. 


Mass Meeting at Denver. 


The following resolutions wereadopted, by rising 
vote, ata mass meeting held by organized labor 
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and its friends at the People’s Tabernacle, Den\ 
Colo., March 3d: 

The Trades Unions of Denver, in mass meet: 
assembled, do emphatically and unreserve: 
protest against the sentences and threatened j:))- 
prisonment of Samuel Gompers. John Mitche!], 
and Frank Morrison, officers of the A. F. of L. 

The action of Justice Wright in these cases < 
never be accepted with any degree of justificativ 
by organized labor. We maintain that there w; 
no violation of the law by our fellow workmen 

Notwithstanding Judge Wright’s denunciatory 
opinion, we maintain that the trade unions have 
been and are based on loyalty to the laws of our 
country and we are now, as we have been in the 
past, determined to resent any encroachments on 
our rights as guaranteed by the constitution of our 
republic. 

We denounce government by injunction, as 
sought to be enforced by some courts, as un- 
American, unconstitutional, and void. We deny 
the right of the courts to issue injunctions against 
officers for contending for their rights for alleged 
offenses not committed in the presence of the 
court, without notice to parties concerned. 

In seeking to bring about a change in the in- 
junction laws, as interpreted by the courts, we 
have no desire to attack property rights. They 
must be safeguarded, but there are other rights 
that should be guarded—the rights of man. 

We demand of Congress a speedy enactment of 
a law commanding federal courts to change their 
procedure in contempt and injunction cases, so 
that notices shall be served on defendants in labor 


disputes and a jury trial afforded before punish- 
ment is inflicted. 


Pueblo (Colo.) Trades and Labor Assembly. 


SAMUEL GOMPERS, Pres.; JOHN MITCHELL, Vice- 
Pres.; FRANK MORRISON, Secretary: 

The action of Justice Wright has arouséd the 
working people of this section as never before, 
and they stand with you as one man in your fight 
for justice and liberty of the working people. 

C. C. Houston, Sec 


New York Cigarmakers’ Union, No. 144. 


Pres, SAML. GOMPERS: 

I have been instructed by Union 144 (the uni 
of which you are a member) to express to you a) 
John Mitchell and Frank Morrison our heartfe! 
sympathy in reference to the decision which ha 
been handed down against you, by Justice Wrigh 
of the District Court of Columbia. 

We also compliment you on your masterly re; 
when asked by the court whether you had a1 
thing to say before sentence was pronounced. 

ELIAS BARENTZ, Pres 
M. Brown, Sec. 


New York Federation of Musicians. 


Messrs. GOMPERS, MORRISON, AND MITCHEL! 
To have a jail sentence imposed upon you 
exercising prerogatives that ought to be the ri 
of all the citizens in our republic will go far to 
attention to the injustices under which La 
smarts, and I am sure will have the further efi 
of greatly augmenting and solidifying the ra: 
of organized labor in such a manner as will pr 
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to you that the wage-workers of this country recog- 
nize the sterling qualities of the men who are to 
be made martyrs for Labor, and will never lose 
their confidence in and respect for them. 

Your services in behalf of Labor assures you that 
your names will live forever in the history of the 
development of economic conditions, ahd no mat- 
ter what the arguments may be that are used 
against you, and those that you represent, posterity 
will not deny you justice. 

: Jos. N. WEBER, 
President. 


Rock Island (Ill.) Brotherhood of Carpenters. 


Resolved, That we do not approve of legislation 
by injunction, and herewith condemn the action 
taken by Judge Wright against President Samuel 
Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison, of- 
ficers of the A. F. of L. Be it further 

Resolved, That we uphold our officers in their 
action taken, and believe them to be innocent and 
law-abiding citizens, who have acted in good faith, 
in accordance to the spirit of the constitution, 
which guarantees people free speech and free 
press. We deplore the action of the judiciary, 
who by arbitrary interpretation try to rob organ- 
ized labor of every privilege they have before the 
law. 


Wilburton (Okla.) United Mine Workers of America. 


WHEREAS, The Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia has, from its capitalistic viewpoint, 
seen fit to sentence the officials of the A. F. of L. 
to a term in prison, and thereby acknowledge that 
there is no such thing as free speech for the com- 
mon people in this country, and 

WHEREAS, A law that denies the right of free 
speech and free press is a breach of the funda- 
mental principles of our country; therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of the local 
union No. 1864, U. M. W. of A., enter an em- 
phatic protest against the use of our courts, to the 
detriment of the toilers; and be it further 

Resolved, That we call on all good citizens to 
protest against this judge made jaw known as the 
injunction. 


Ottumwa (lowa) Trades and Labor Assembly. 


Resolved, That we asa part of the A. F. of L. 
refuse to abide by the decision of Chief Justice 
Wright, and we urge al] union men and women 
to buy none but union made goods when it is 
possible to procure them. The men and women of 
the labor organizations of Ottumwa are anxious to 
iid the A. F. of L. in the fight against all unfair 
manufacturers and firms and we desire all the in- 
formation as to how we can render the most and 
vreatest benefit to the labor movement. 

M. L. TOLAND, Sec. 


Machias ‘Wash.) Shingle Weavers’ Union. 


Resolved, By the Machias (Wash.) Shingle 
Veavers’ Union of America, at its regular meet- 

g, that it condemns the decision of Judge Wright 
s being in direct opposition to the fundamental 

inciples and spirit of our government, and 
further 

Resolved, That this local pledges its moral and 
nancial support to our leaders in their “effort to 
ecure justice. 


Buffalo District Council of Painters. 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON: 

I am instructed by the painters of Buffalo to ex- 
tend to President Gompers, Vice-President Mitch- 
ell, and yourself, their sympathy with the hope 
that all will come right in your present trouble. 

W. C. RODERICK, 
Secretary. 


Slate Workers’ Union, East Bangor, Pa. 


Resolved, That we, the members of the Hole- 
men’s Local 106 of the International Union of 
Slate Workers of Bangor, in regular meeting as- 
sembled, pledge our united support to the offi- 
cers of the A. F. of L, in their fight for justice. 

President, PATRICK BUTLER. 
Rec.-Sec., Jas. E. DEACON. 


Carbondale (Pa.) Central Labor Union, 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON : 

At the last meeting of the central labor union 
in this locality a resolution was passed ‘* protest- 
ing against the decision in the contempt case of the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company, handed down 
by Judge Wright.’’ We also extend our sympathy 
and open our treasury to you for financial assist- 
ance whenever you deem it necessary to assist 
you in your struggle in the higher courts. 

C. J. RECHSTENIER, Rec.-Sec. 


District Council of Carpenters of Philadelphia. 


Resolved, That we, the District Council of the 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters of Philadelphia, 
representing over 4,500 citizens of this city, do 
most emphatically protest against the sentence 
imposed by Justice Wright on our brother mem- 
bers; and be it further 

Resolved, That we heartily endorse the action of 
Brothers Gompers, Mitchel], and Morrison in sac 
rificing their own interests in the interest of the 
general movement, and that we advocate the 
adoption of laws by Congress which will give 
justice to the working people. 


Newark (Ohio) Trades Union and Labor Council. 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON: 

Please accept our sincere sympathy in the recent 
decision of Justice Wright against you and the 
other officers of the A. F.of L. Wishing you the 
greatest success in the outcome of the case in your 
favor, I am 

Fraternally yours, Gro. GROSHAUS, 

Secretary. 


Adams ( Mass.) Central Labor Union. 


The central bodies of the city of Pittsfield, 
North Adams, and Adams, through their dele- 
gates at the county conference held in Adams, put 
themselves on record as union men by protesting 
against the sentence passed upon Pres. Samuel 
Gompers, Vice-Pres. John Mitchell, and Sec. F. 
Morrison, officers of the A. F. of L., and call upon 
all union men to unite in condemning the same. 

C. Hacer, Pres. 


Rock Springs (Wyo.) Trades and Labor Council. 
WHEREAS, We believe the decision rendered 
recently by Judge Wright in the cases of Samuel 
Gompers as president, John Mitchell as second * 
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vice-president, and Frank Morrison as secretary of 
the A. F. of L,., were unjust and contrary to the 
spirit of the constitution of the United States; 
therefore, be it* og 

Resolved, That we, the Trade and Labor Council 
of Sweetwater County, Wyo., do hereby protest 
against the humiliation of the officers of the A. F. 
of L.. and their incarceration as unjust and a direct 
violation of the constitution of the United States 
which guarantees the right of assemblage, of free 
speech, and free press to every citizen. 


Tiffin (Ohio) Central Labor Union. 


SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, 

MoRRISON: 

WHEREAS, The decision of Justice Wright is an 
attack on the rights of organized labor that must 
be squarely met by the entire movement, therefore 
be it 

Resolved, By the Central Labor Union of Tiffin, 
Ohio, that we send you our sympathy and moral 
and financial support and the consolation that it 
takes conditions such as we are now confronted 
with to test the true spirit of brotherhood of or- 
ganized labor. FRANK WARD, 

C. H. TRIMMER, 
WS. POLING, 
Com. on Resolution. 


FRANK 


United Mine Workers of America, Bevier, Mo. 


Resolved, That L. U. No. 919, I. U. M. W. of A., 
approves the action of Bros. Gompers, Mitchell, 
and Morrison, and pledge them our unqualified 
support in any way, toassistin having the laws 
on injunction so amended so as to do justice to 
labor. GEo. RICHARDS, 

F. T. MuUSSELL, 
DAN BROUTELL, 
Committee. 


Mass Meeting, Little Rock, Ark. 

Resolved, That we, citizens of Little Rock, in 
mass meeting assembled, declare our respect 
for the law of the land, and believe that law- 
abiding citizens should observe the decrees of our 
courts, but we believe that these laws are sufficient 
to punish those who abuse the privilege of free press 
and free speech, and that those who are accused of 
transgressing these laws should have the right of a 
jury trial, and not be tried and sentenced by one 
man, and that we protest against the decision of 
Judge Wright, which sentences these three men 
to prison in opposition to the principles of Ameri- 
can independence, as a backward step in civiliza- 
tion, and calculated to place the government of 
this nation in the hands of a few individuals. 


WHEREAS, We, the undersigned officers repre- 
senting all the international labor unions whose 
main officers are located in Kansas City, Mo., and 
Kansas City, Kans., desire to express and record 
our convictions, our surprise and our regret at the 
remarkable and deplorable extremity to which the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia has 
gone in convicting and sentencing Samuel 
Gompers, president; John Mitchell, second vice- 
president, and Frank Morrison, secretary, of the 
A. F. of L. to terms in jail for alleged contempt 
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of court in the Buck’s Stove and Range Company 
suit; and 
Resolved, That we express our absolute approval 
of the course pursued by organized labor’s faith- 
ful leaders, Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and 
Frank Morrison, and that we express our fullest 
confidence *in them now as in the past, that we 
extend to them our heartfelt sympathy and pledge 
to them our fullest support in any steps which 
they may in their judgment take to bring about 
an unbiased consideration and a just decision of 
the issues involved, giving to organized labor and 
its officers absolute justice and reestablishing for 
all time to come in these United States those 
cherished safeguards of liberty for which our 
forefathers fought and bled to establish, the rights 
of freedom of speech and liberty of press for all 
people who are now and shall continue to be re- 
sponsible before the law for all their oral and 
written utterances. 
WILBER BRAGGINS, 
Grand Pres. of Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Clerks. 
R. E. FISHER, 
Grand Secretary-Treasurer Brother- 
hood of Railway Clerks. 
. F. RILEY, 
Third Vice-President Brotherhood of 
Railway Clerks. 
E. J. BAKER, 
General President, United Brother- 
hood of Leather Workers on Horse Goods. 
JOHN J. PFEIFFER, 
General Sec. United Brotherhood of 
Leather Workers on Horse Goods. 
JOHN E. BRay, 
Sec.-Treas. Amalgamated 
Sheet Metal Workers. 
J. A. FRANKLIN, 
Boilermakers and Iron 
Shipbuilders of America. 
A. HINZMAN, 
First Intl. Vice-President Boilermak- 
ers and Iron Shipbuilders of America. 
J. A. CABLE, 
Sec.- Treas. Coopers’ Intl. Union. 
Wm J. GILTHORPE, 
Intl. Sec.-Treas. Boilermakers and 
Iron Shipbuilders of America. 


Gen’ l. 


Int'l. Pres. 


Michigan State Federation of Labor. 
DETROIT, MICH. 


The executive board of the Michigan Federa- 
tion of Labor extend their sympathy to Gomrers, 
Morrison, and Mitchell in this your hour of trial, 
and stand ready to assist you morally and finan- 
cially to the extent of our ability. 

Wo. J. EMERY, President. 
Sam T. PENNA, Sec.-7yveas. 


HENDERSON, Ky. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

You are demeaning yourself during this ordeal 
with the dignity and heroism worthy of the great 
cause you have espoused and of the sturdy millions 
who have honored you with their implicit confi- 
dence and who follow you with unalterable devo- 
tion. Iam deeply and sincerely interested in the 
cause you represent. 

A. O. STANLEY, . 
Member of Congress. 
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CARLSBAD, N. M. 
Sec. FRANK MORRISON: 

This is tosay I am heartily in sympathy with you, 
Mr. Gompers and Mr. Mitchell. Such men that 
are doing so much for the toiling masses as your- 
selves should have the love and esteem of all good 
Americans. E. P. Buyac, 

Late Captain U.S. Volunteers. 


Evansville (Ind.) Central Labor Union. 


WHEREAS, Samael Gompers, John Mitchell, and 
Frank Morrison, representing the A. F. of L., have 
been sentenced to a term of imprisonment for an 
alleged violation of a court order, and said sen- 
tence has been imposed by the federal court, 

We believe that the sentence imposed is un- 
called for; that the gentlemen sentenced have 
only exercised their rights of free speech and free 
press guaranteed under the constitution and the 
imposition of such sentence is unjust and un- 
American. 

IKE HORNBROOK, 

Emil LEVI, 

P. D. DRAIN, 
Committee. 


Mine Workers, Staunton, Ill. 


Resolved, That we, the members of Local Union 
No. 755, United Mine Workers of America, enteran 
emphatic protest against the use of our courts to 
the detriment of the toilers, as shown in Justice 
Wright’s decision. ALONZO SAVILLE, res. 


New York Theatrical Protective Union. 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON: 

Theatrical Protective Union has instructed me 
to convey their respects and sympathy to youand 
your colleagues in this your hour of misfortune. I 
assure you that you have the earnest and hearty 
support of our organization of nearly 1,000 men. 
May this affair terminate in a complete victory 
for labor. J. L. MEEKER, Cor. Sec. 


Zanesville (Ohio) Central Trades and Labor Council. 


Sec. FkANK MORRISON: 

We fully sympathize with you and Brothers 
Gompers and Mitchell in the unjust and unfair 
decision rendered against you by Judge Wright. 
I am arranging for a special meeting of the cen- 
tral trades and labor council to take action on the 
matter and arrange what assistance we can give 
you. I hope that right will prevail. I shall fully 
advise you of the action taken at our special meet- 
ing. Jos. A. BAUER, 

Secretary. 


St. Louis, Mo. 
Sec. FRANK MORRISON: 
On behalf international steamfitters express 
indignation on verdict and convey sympathy to 
defendants. J. J. SULLIVAN, Pres. 


Medford (N. J.) Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association. 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON: 

At our regular meeting I was instructed to write 
nforming you that branch 54 of the Glass Bottle 
Blowers’ Association of the United States and 
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Canada ee of the course being taken by the 
officers of the A. F. of L. concerning the sentence 
imposed by Justice Wright on Samuel Gompers, 
John Mitchell, and yourself. We believe that in 
this fight right will prevail and labor will be ac- 
quitted of any wrong. 

HERBERT S. Munyon, Sec. 


Typographi 


Resolved, That we protest against the system of 
procedure which allows a man’s liberty to be in- 
vaded by sucha decision as Justice Wright’s. And 
we call upon Congress to enact a law which will 
curb the powers of courts in cases of this sort; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That Boston Typographical Union, in 
Faneuil Hall assembled, extends to Messrs. Gom- 
pers, Mitchell, and Morrison our sympathy, best 
wishes, and support in the knowledge that their 
struggles for free speech and the freedom of the 
press will not be fruitless. 

THOMAS P, CURTIN, 
Secretary, 


I Union. 





Laundry Workers’ International Union. 
Troy, N. Y. 
Sec, FRANK MORRISON: 

I scarcely know whether to congratulate or sym- 
pathize with three such notorious malefactors, but 
in any event I feel safe in saying that nothing has 
ever occurred in the long and trying struggle of 
labor for its rights that has so thoroughly aroused 
every thinking person to the full danger of the 
abuse of the injunction and its consequent evils as 
this decision has, and there is no question in my 
mind but that the storm of disapproval that wiil 
follow will make the “‘ Big Stick” look like a tooth- 
pick in comparison. 

Fraternally yours, JOHN J. MANNING, 

Sec.-Treas. 


San Francisco (Cal.) Federation of Post Office Clerks. 


I wish to express my sincere symp«thy to you 
and your associates at the unjust decision that 
has been rendered by Judge Wright. I believe 
that this unjust decision will be the means of 
assisting the laboring man to come to a more fa- 
vorable conclusion to what they must do in the 
future to protect their rights. 

Judge Wright’s decision seals the tongue of 
every man, woman and child. However, I believe 
it has opened the gates for a greater federation. I 
know that you will meet with ultimate success 
in this case. Louis DEBow, 

Natl. Organizer. 


Worcester (Mass.) Central Labor Union. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

At an executive board meeting of the Central 
Labor Union of Worcester, the president and 
secretary were instructed to draw up and forward 
to you a letter of confidence, bearing on the de- 
cision recently handed down by Justice Wright of 
the Supreme Court, District of Columbia. 

We extend our fullest confidence in the devo- 
tion of your energies to measures of reform, 
whereby mankind may be elevated to a higher 
plane of existence and we extol your fearless atti- 
tude against acts of slavery and other forms ot 
oppression directed against the weak and the 
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downtrodden, and we fully know that through 
the impulse of sympathy and love to suffering 
humanity, you stand higher today, if possible, in 
the estimation of the so-called common people. 
We therefore wish you Godspeed and success in 
your mission. 
CHARLES A. CULLEN, Pres. 
ALEXANDER Molr, Sec. 


Amalgamated Lace Operatives Philadelphia. 

The executive board of the Chartered Society of 
Amalgamated Lace Operatives of America, by 
resolution, protest against the sentence passed by 
Judge Wright on President Gompers, Vice-Presi- 
dent Mitchell, and Secretary Morrison,and further, 
we pledge our moral as well as our financial sup- 
port in any effort the officials of the A. F. of L. 
may adopt in the interest of freedom of speech 
and of the press. It was a court decision in Eng- 
land that united the workers and made them a 
powerful factor in politics We hope that this 
drastic attack on organized labor may be the means 
of awakening the workingmen of this country to 
a higher sense of their duty as trades unionists, 
and that the decision so harshly rendered may, 
after all, be a blessing in disguise to the toiling 
masses. FRED REED, 

President. 
Wo. BORLAND, 
Secretary. 


Laborers’ Protective Union. 
ROSWELL, N. M. 
Mr. FRANK MORRISON: 

Yourself, Mr. Gompers, and Mr. Mitchell have 
our sympathy, and I wish to assure you of our 
support in your present struggle for your rights. 

J. C. GILBERT, Sec. 


Int. Printing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union of North 
merica. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 
Mr. FRANK MORRISON: 

Iam indeed grieved to note the outcome of our 
litigation in Washington, but I feel sure that the 
ultimate outcome will prove most beneficial to the 
labor movement in general, although possibly in- 
volving the sacrifice of a few individuals. There 
are many, I believe, willing to shoulder the re- 
sponsibility of sacrifice as you have in this case. 
You may rest assured that every financial and 
moral aid within the power of the International 
Printing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union will be 
gladly given you if opportunity presents itself. 

GEORGE L. BERRY, 
President. 


Brotherhood of Painters, Wilmington (Del). 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

At a regular meeting I was instructed to convey 
to you the sympathy of this local union in this 
your hour of trial. This local union sincerely 
hopes that Brothers Samuel Gompers, John 
Mitchell, and Frank Morrison, will come out 
victorious in behalf of organized labor. 

W. T. O'Connor, President. 
Wo. WoopmansEy, Rec. Sec. 


Mine Workers’ Union, Leavenworth (Kans.). 
». We extend to Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison, 
through our local, our sincere regrets and sym- 
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pathy for you in the decision recently handed 
down in your contempt case. 
Wishing you speedy vindication, I am, 
Very sincerely and fraternally yours, 
CHARLES HAMLIN, Rec. Sec. 


Ladies’ Garment Cutters’ Association, New York. 
Resolved, That the Amalgamated Ladies’ Gar- 
ment Cutters’ Association, Local No. 10, of New 
York City, in meeting assembled, by a unanimous 
vote enter an emphatic protest against Justice 
Wright’s decision; and be it further 
_ Resolved, That we assist both morally and finan- 
cially Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison 
to legally fight this unjust decision and try to get 
justice where justice is due. 
JACOB ZIMMERMAN, 
Recording Secretary. 


Granite City, Madison, and Venice (Ill.) Central Trades 

ouncil. 

Resolved, That the Tri-City Trades Council in 
meeting assembled, enters its emphatic protest 
against said decision and against judge-made law; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That in order to prevent our honored 
Officials in the future being made the victims of 
such personal animosity and hatred as was shown 
by Judge Wright in passing sentence upon our 
before mentioned leaders, we do earnestly peti- 
tion our representatives in Congress to support a 
law giving to every man what our constitution in- 
tended they should have—a trial by jury; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That we pledge our moral and finan- 
cial support to our worthy leaders in prosecuting 
their appeal to the higher courts. 


Resolved, We, the officers and members of Greer 
County Farmers’ Union, Blake, Okla., in conven- 
tion assembled, send our sincere sympathy to 
Brothers Gompers Mitchell, and Morrison in their 
struggle for liberty and the right of free speech, 
which we believe belongs justly to all American 
citizenship. 

Fraternally, DAVID KENNEDY, 
County Secretary-Treasurer 


Boston (Mass.) Brotherhood Railway Carmen. 

Resolved, That we, the members of Bay 
State Lodge 102, B. R. C. of A., as being a 
part and a vitally concerned part of the great 
labor movement of this country, do emphatically 
protest against the unwarranted usurpation of 
power commonly known as government by injunc- 
tion, and we also protest against Justice Wright's 
prejudiced attitude. 

We further trust that no person or union will 
humiliate the workers by asking a pardon, and 
that we further declare our willingness to stand 
shoulder to shoulder with the rest of the organ 
ized labor, its friends, and sympathizers in fight- 
ing for our rights to the bitter end, come what 
will. 


Philadelphia Horseshoers’ Union. 


Resolved, That we, in meeting assembled, en- 
dorse the attitude of the A. F. of I. and all their 
actions, and commend the course taken by Presi- 
dent Samuel Gompers, Vice-President John Mitch- 
ell, and Secretary Frank Morrison in their great 
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fight against the unjust laws which threaten exter- 
mination of all labor organizations. Be it further 

Resolved, That we protest against those laws in- 
terpreted by our judges which make it possible 
for a person to be sentenced to prison without trial 
by jury. Wealso protest against that law which 
denies a person the freedom of speech guaranteed 
by the constitution of the United States. We fur- 
ther protest against those laws which allow the 
granting of injunctions against all labor organiza- 
tions without hearing, and we hope that when the 
final decision is rendered by the Supreme Court of 
the United States President Gompers, Vice-Presi- 
dent Mitchell, and Secretary Morrison will have 
been fully exonerated and vindicated as having 
violated no law, but have acted strictly within 
their rights as good citizens of these great United 
States. 


Philadelphia Central Labor Union. 


WHEREAS, the recent decision of Justice Wright, 
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, 
in sentencing Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, 
Frank Morrison, officers of the A. F. of L. to 
prison, is an attack upon the rights of organiza- 
tion and against free speech, free press, the right 
of assemblage, and trial by jury. 

» WHEREAS, If Justice Wright’s decision is al- 
lowed to stand without a united protest of the 
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entire working class of America, then organized 
— is discredited in the United States; therefore 

it 

Resolved, That we, ~ delegates of the Central 
Labor Union of Philadelphia and vicinity in regu- 
lar meeting assembled, pledge our united support 
morally and financially to the officers of the A. F. 
of L,, in their fight for justice. 


International AssociationJof Marble Workers. 


NEw YORK, N. Y. 

The International Association of Marble Work- 
ers protest against the unjust decision of Judge 
Wright in the contempt proceedings in the case of 
the Buck’s Stove and Range Company. While we 
deplore the system that calls for such sacrifices 
from our leaders we believe that this persecution 
will only serye to unite labor’s hosts until they 
reaches such proportions that we can conquer our 
enemies. 

The International Association of Marble Workers 
tender their full support and are ready to render 
any assistance in our power to the end that right 
and justice prevail and that the unjust and un- 
American decision in sentencing Gompers and 
Mitchell, and Morrison, to jail may be reversed 
in the higher tribunals of the land. 

WALTER V. PRICE, General Pres. 
STEPHEN C. Hocan, Geni. Secy. 





DISTRICT AND GENERAL ORGANIZERS. 


Number Commissioned Organizers, American 
Federation of Labor, 996. 


District No. |.—Eastern. 


Comprising the states of Maine, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, and the Province of New Brunswick, 
Canada. 

Organizer, John A. Flett. 


District No. Il.—Middle. 


Comprising the states of New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, the District of 
Columbia, and the Province of Quebec, Canada. 

Organizers, Herman Robinson, Hugh Frayne, 
W.C. Hahn, H. L. Eichelberger, Jacob Tazelaar, 
Cal Wyatt. 


District No. I1l.—Southern. 

Comprising the states of Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana. 

Organizers, James Leonard, Stuart Reid. 

District No. 1V.—Central. 


Comprising the states of West Virginia, Ohio, 
indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin. 


Organizers, J. J. Fitzpatrick, J. D. Pierce, Thos. 
H. Flynn, Jas. E. Roach. 


District No. V.—Northwestern. 
Comprising the states of Minnesota, Iowa, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, and Manitoba. 
Organizer, Emmet T. Flood. 


District No. Vl.—Southwestern. 
Comprising the states of Missouri, Kansas,Texas, 
Oklahoma, and Arkansas. 
Organizer, Henry M. Walker. 


District No. Vil.—Inter-Mountain. 
Comprising the states of Montana, Wyoming, 
Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Idaho. 
Organizer, M. Grant Hamilton. 


District No. Vill._—Pacific Coast. 


Comprising the states of Nevada, Alaska, Wash- 
ington, Oregon, California, and the Province of 
British Columbia. 

Organizers, C. O. Young, Arthur A. Hay, Will- 
iam E. Terry. 


Porto Rico.—Santiago Iglesias. 
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WHAT,OUR ORGANIZERS ARE DOING. 





FROM,THE ATLANTIC TO,THE PACIFIC, 


In this department is presented a comprehensive review of industrial conditions throughout the 


country. 
This includes: 


A statement by American Federation of Labor general and local organizers of labor conditions in 


their vicinity. 


Increases in wages, reduction of hours, or improved conditions gained without strikes. 


Work done for union labels. 
Unions organized during the last month. 


City ordinances or state laws passed favorable to labor. 


Strikes or lockouts; causes, results. 


A report of this sort is rather a formidable task when it is remembered that nearly 1,000 of the 
organizers are volunteers, doing the organizing work and writing their reports after the day’s toil is 


finished in factory, mill, or mine. 


The matter herewith presented is valuable to all who take an intelligent interest in the industrial 


development of the country. 


It is accurate, varied, and comprehensive. 


The information comes from 


those familiar with the conditions of which they write. 


These organizers are themselves wage-workers. 


They participate in the struggles of the people 


for better conditions, help to win the victories, aid in securing legislation—in short, do the thousand 
and one things that go to round out the practical labor movement. 

Through an exchange of views in this department the wage-workers in various sections of the 
country and the manifold branches of trade are kept in close touch with each other. 

Taken in connection with the reports from secretaries of international unions, this department 


gives a luminous vision of industrial advancement throughout the country. 


FROM INTERNATIONAL OFFICERS. 


Boot and Shoe Workers. 

C. L. Baine.—Notwithstanding the industrial 
depression, we have managed to hold our own as 
regards conditions and wages. We are carrying 
on an active campaign, creating a demand for 
union labels. No strikes or other troubles to re- 
port at this writing. A new union was formed at 
Arecibo, P. R. During the month we expended 
the following in benefits: $1,150 in death benefits, 
and $4,107.97 for sick and disabled members. 


Brick, Tile, and Terra Cotta Workers. 

Wm. Bodegraven.—We are holding our own. 
Trade conditions show slight improvement. We 
hope spring will see a boom in our trade. We 
have fine prospects for organization campaign, 
and with the aid of A. F. of L. organizers expect 
to accomplish big results. Organized a new union 
in Canton, Ohio. 


Carpenters. 

Frank Duffy.—We chartered new unions in IIli- 
nois, Missouri, Minnesota, New Mexico, and Porto 
Rico, during the month. We recently expended 
$20,034.15 in death benefits. 


Carvers (Wood). 

Thos. J. Lodge.—A number of our members in 
New York City have been on strike to better their 
conditions. Our membership shows slight in- 
crease during the month. We paid out $300 in 
benefits for two deceased members. 


Cement Workers. 

Henry J. Uliner.—Trade conditions fair in our 
line, but a good many are out of employment be- 
cause of the condition of the weather at this period 
of the year. Affiliated union in some parts of the 
country report bright prospects for the spring 
trade. On the whole, the cement workers are 
holding theirown. No strikes or other troubles 
to report. 


Cutting Die, and Cutter Makers. 

Thomas G. Shaw.—Conditions are improving in 
our line. Tradein pretty good shape. We expect 
to secure shorter hours and more wages through 
further organization. No strikes to report. = 


Engineers (Steam). 

R. A. McKee.—We chartered a new union in 
Tulsa, Okla., during the month. There is nothing 
new of interest to report at this writing, but look 
for things to pick up a little. 


Hodcarriers and Building Laborers. 

Ernest Villard.—Conditions in our trade im- 
proves as spring approaches. Several of our unions 
are making demand for increased wages. We ex- 
pect to rebuild our unions and regain variou 
unions. A. F. of L. organizers deserve great credit 
for their work and their support, given us loyally 
in the work of organization, and we shall endeavo: 
to return the good cause. We have formed nev 
unions in the following cities: E. St. Louis, IIl.; 
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Cleveland, Ohio; Salem, Mass.; Chicasha, Okla.; 
Brooklyn, N. Y.; Newburgh, N. Y.; Helena, Mont.; 
Ft. Wayne, Ind.; San Antonio, Tex., and we rein- 
stated a union in Washington, D. C. 


Lace Operatives. 
William Borland.—Trade conditions fair and 
continue steadily to improve. We recently ex- 
pended $300 in death benefits. 


Painters and Decorators. 

J. C. Skemp.—There is nothing new to report at 
this writing. We expended during the month $775 
in death benefits and $7,348.50 for sick and dis- 
abled members. 


Seamen. 

Wm. Frazier.—Trade conditions dull in our 
line, but there are no strikes or troubles to report. 
We are doing all we can to maintain the conditions 
secured, notwithstanding the industrial depression. 


FROM GENERAL AND 


ARKANSAS. 

Denning.—J. P. Gowing: 

Conditions are fair at this time. Employment 
is fairly steady in some lines. Successful work 
has been done in connection with the union labels. 
We have had some labor legislation and expect 
to secure more before the session is over. 

Hot Springs.—P, 1. Hensley: 

Engineers and retail clerks areorganizing. The 
carpenters have formed a club for the purpose of 
studying craft problems. Employment is very 
uncertain, and no immediate prospects yet for 
much work. 

Little Rock.—\,. H. Moore: 

Organized labor maintaining its unions and in 
most cases increasing membership. Work inrail- 
road shops increasing, building trades fairly 
steady, and future looks encouraging. The Gen- 
eral Assembly is now in session and the State Fed- 
eration of Labor, the State Farmers’ Union, and 
other labor organizations have legislative com- 
mittees in attendance and co-operating to secure 
favorable legislation. Several labor bills have 
been presented. Bartenders, at Argenta, retail 
clerks, at Huntington and Fort Smith, electrical 
workers, at Van Buren, and other unions are under 
vay. 

Midland.—C. J. Acton: 

Organized labor keeps steadily in advance of 
the unorganized. Employment at this time is 
very slack. Retail clerks at Huntington were or- 
ganized during the month. 

Sulphur Springs.—John G. McLaughlin: 

This city has had the eight hour day since 1906. 
Carpenters receive $2.50 a day; laborers $1.25 to 
$1.75 for eight hour day. Employment is uncer- 
tain. No strikes to report in this city. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Los Angeles.—T. D. Fennessy: 
Through intelligent and detailed effort during 
the past month, we are able to show improvement 
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Slate Workers. 


Thos. H. Palmer.—There is nothing new to re- 
port at this date. Trade conditions continue dull. 


Steel Plate Transferrers. 
Frank D. Tichenor.—Conditions in general show 
slightimprovement. Trade pickingup. Nostrikes 
or troubles to report. 


Tailors. 

John B. Lennon.—Our trade in fair shape and 
steadily improving. We won strike in Oakland, 
where the men were locked out for four weeks. 
About three hundred members affected. We had 
11 deaths recently and paid in death benefits $830. 
We also expended $2,260 for sick and disabled 
members. 

Watch Case Engravers. 

Geo. Weidman.—Trade conditions fair, with no 
strikes or other troubles to report. We expect to 
reorganize our trade as soon as conditions warrant. 


LOCAL ORGANIZERS. 


in industrial conditions in this city. Employment 
has been fairly steady during winter. Active 
work is done for the union labels. 


COLORADO. 


Denver.—R. E. Croskey: 

Condition of organized labor is always far 
superior to that of the unorganized. All industries 
show some improvement as regards employment. 
The outlook for steady work during spring and 
summer is good. The strike on the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railroad affecting all shop employes 
resulted in victory for the men, who after being 
locked out for eight months return to work with 
recognition of the union, which they contended 
for. The 16 card men in the lower house of legisla- 
ture have formed an organization and are working 
as an intelligent unit for the passage of 22 labor 
bills, with every indication of success. The direct 
primary billis before the senate and the house 
and will be passed, as will also the initiative and 
referendum bill. The lower house has passed the 
eight hour law for women in factories, laundries, 
and restaurants; the repeal of the anti-boycott law, 
barbers’ license bill, bills for the protection of rail- 
way employes, factory inspection laws, liability 
laws, 10 hours law for street railway employes, 
and drug clerks, and they areon third reading of 
numerous labor bills. During the month metal 
polishers and drug clerks organized. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Hartford.—T. J. Sullivan and James T. Manee: 

Condition of unorganized labor is not to be com- 
pared with the condition under which union men 
work. The unorganized in all lines of work are 
forced to accept such conditions as to wages and 
hours as their employers see fit to give them. Em- 
ployment is rather unsteady during winter months, 
but industries here seem to have to recovered 
from the financial setback. The building trades 
through their organizations have secured the 
eight hour day. All improved conditions have 
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been secured without strike. Everything is in 
favor of organized labor. There are prospects of 
legislature passing a public utilities bill, also an 
employers’ liability bill as well as the eight hour 
law. Allunion labels are vigorously pushed. Hope 
to have several new unions in line shortly. 


DELAWARE, 

Wilmingion.—John M. Dooney: 

Organized labor has improved the condition of 
its members wonderfully. Unorganized labor in 
bad shape. The city is full of idle men, owing to 
the business depression. Hosiery workers success- 
fully resisted wage reduction. Machinists in one 
shop are on strike against increase of hours, with- 
out increase in wages. Central body here held 
the only celebration of the birthday of Lincoln in 
this city. Central body has five bills before the 
legislature. Am organizing barbers, salesmen, 
leather workers, textile workers, and laundry 
workers. 


FLORIDA. 

Pensacola.—Louis P. Head: 

Work is becoming more plentiful, especially in 
building lines. Conditiou of organized labor much 
superior to the unorganized, especially in the 
skilled industries. Lively work is kept up in or- 
der to push the union labels prominently before 
the public; printers are publishing a label bulletin. 
Cigarmakers, retail clerks, stone cutters, organized 
during the month. 


GEORGIA, 

Augusta.—B. F. McIntyre: 

Organized labor in good shape, notwithstanding 
slackness of employment. Unorganized labor in 
poor shape. Garment workers formed union dur- 
ing month; Have several new unions under way. 


: IDAHO. 

Pocatello.—A. T. Jones: 

Unorganized labor did not share in the increase 
of wages which was secured by the organized 
workers during the past three years. Nor do we 
anticipate that they will keep pace with the union 
workers in their forward march of progress. Dur- 
ing the past year employment has been very un- 
steady. Laundry workers organized some time 
ago and show great activity and with good results. 
We havea bill before the legislature providing for 
the inspection of steam boilers and licensing of 
engineers. 


ILLINOIS. 


Aurora.—Geo. Battenschlag: 

Conditions here are good considering the time 
of the year. Employment fairly steady. With the 
advent of spring we expect to get several organ- 
izations in line. There is fair demand for all 
union labels. 


Belleville. —Edw. P. Baum: 

Building trades are slowly building up their 
forces. Prosperity has not yet returned, coal 
mines, foundries and building industries are 
working only half time. No change in wages or 
hours during last year. Organized workers fare 
considerably better than the unorganized. A 
large meeting was held in this city to enter em- 
phatic protest against the sentence of Justice 
Wright against President Gompers, Vice-President 
Mitchell, and Secretary Morrison. Mayor Fred J. 
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Kern addressed the meeting. An injunction was 
recently issued by Judge Holder against the 
miners to prevent them from calling a strike for 
non-compliance with the agreement on part of the 
operators. Theatrical stage employes organized 
recently. Hotel and restaurant employes are 
organizing. 

Carterville.—James Kelly: 

Employment fairly steady at this time. The 
clerks in this city are in need of organization. We 
have a label committee steadily agitating to in 
crease the demand for the union labels. 


Chicago.—J. C. Colgan, Albert Michau and 
Edwin R. Wright: 

Conditionsare good andemployment fairlysteady 
for union men. Good demand for all union labels 
General propaganda and trading stamps are used 
in connection with label work. Prospects for the 
spring and summer look brighter than for some 
time past. Butchers and retail clerks are organiz- 
ing. We are actively engaged in trying to secure 
favorable state legislation. A number of new 
affiliations to State Federation of Labor have been 
secured. 

Carrier Mills.—¥E. T. Davis: 

Work is beginning to pick up. So faras the 
organized trades are concerned they are in good 
shape, but with stronger organizations, conditions 
could be much improved. 


O’ Fallon.—F. M. Evans: 

Condition of organized labor very good, al- 
though employment is slack. Organizer from shoe 
workers gave a lecture on the union labels, which 
accomplished much good in the community 
Good demand for the union labels. 


Pana.—John Castle: 

Union men have been working half time, but 
unorganized workers have been idle for some time 
past. Have two new unions under way. God 
work for all union labels. 

Peoria.—Walter S. Bush: 

Condition of organized labor continues steadily 
toimprove. Bakers are reorganizing. Our local 
paper publishes a list of all union goods in this 
city. Employment is not yet normal, but we look 
for more activity as soon as spring season opens. 

Quincy.—H. W. Vorndam: 

Condition of organized labor is much better 
than that of the unorganized, securing more regu- 
lar employment and maintaining the regular wage 
scale. Employment is fair, with the exception of 
the metal trades. The trades and labor assembly) 
after three months’ effort secured the adoption ot 
an ordinance guaranteeing to a purchaser the cor 
rect weight or measure of anything weighed o: 
measured. The ordinance provides for an in- 
spector with power to inspect all weights, scales 
and measures. Have one new union under way 
Any article bearing the union label can be had in 
this city. 

Rockford.—J}. H. Hammond: 

There is not much change in conditions as yet, 
but we look for improvement shortly. Ice drivers 
and horseshoers are organizing. All union labels 
are pushed. 

Springfield.—R. E. Woodmansee: 

Organized labor in Springfield and vicinity has 
been steadily gaining in membership, influence, 
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and affluence since the new year started in. Em- 
ployment in some trades steady, but the building 
trades have not yet started their activities. No 
changes in hours or wages since last report. Build- 
ing trades section of A. F. of L. has been formed 
and hold regular meetings arranging for spring 
work. Bookbinders, engravers, railway clerks, 
cooks and waiters are organizing. All trades 
unionists demand the union labels. 

Urbana.—Wm. Gillespie: 

All organized workers obtain fairly good condi- 
tions and steady employment, but the unorgan- 
ized work long hours for low wages. Wages have 
improved without strike for union men. Am en- 
deavoring to form a ladies’ label league. Car men 
have organized. Haveunions of garment workers 
and retail clerks under way. 


INDIANA. 


Elkhart.—A, Eshleman: 

The union men of this city secure fairly steady 
employment. Unorganized workers do not fare 
so well. Firemen and railway clerks are about to 
organize. We look for the coming season to be a 
good one for union men. Building trades expect 
to secure the building of a new church in this 
city. 

Evansville.—P. D. Drain: 

As to the condition of organized and unorgan- 
ized labor in this city I must say that there is a 
vast difference in favor of the union men. Few 
strikes have occurred during the year. Employ- 
ment fairly steady at this time. Some of the 
building trades will ask for increased wages this 
spring and have every prospect of success. We are 
working energetically to secure favorable labor 
legislation. A mass meeting was recently held 
condemning the decision of Justice Wright. It 
was largely attended by all classes of people. 

Logansport.—O. P. Smith and Dora Smith: 

Industrially, conditions in this city are not 
what we would like, as there are great number of 
men out of work. Organized labor has been put 
to a severe test, but we a~e holding our own. Em- 
ployment has never been so scarce since 1894. The 
prosperity which was promised after election has 
not yet arrived. Condition of union men at present 
time is far superior to the unorganized. Teamsters 
and cement workers are organizing. 


Marion.—James S. Myers: 

There is very little employment in any line of 
industry. In some instances the union men have 
the advantage over the unorganized. We demand 
all union labels. 

Muncie.—W. S. Porter: 

Conditions here are fairly good, especially in the 
industries which have organizations to uphold 
conditions. All trades are boosting the union 
labels. 

Vincennes.—J. C. Mayes: 

Condition of organized labor shows some im- 
provement since my last report. Employment is 
fairly steady in building trades. Brewery workers 
have signed agreement with employers for new 
wage scale with increased wages. Sewer pipe em- 
ployes are lining up, and are all in fair shape to 
organize with exception of sanitary workers. There 
is much encouragement to organize a federal union, 
also stationary firemen and engineers. Women’s 
label league will probably be next. Boot and shoe 
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workers, moving picture show with label lecture 
by Mr. McMorrow has done a world of good in 
Vincennes. It is tobe hoped thatall international 
organizations will follow this example, as the idea 
is a good one and gives better resulis than was 
contemplated when they first started out last year. 


IOWA. 


Cedar Rapids.—A. J. Cronkhite: 

Condition of organized labor was never better, 
and is steadily improving. Unorganized labor 
works long hours for any price they can get. How- 
ever, they are waking up to some extent, as they 
see what we are securing in the way of advanced 
and improved working conditions. Printers, press- 
men, bookbinders, and cigarmakers are steadily 
employed, but building trades have been slack 
for some time past. Work, however, is picking 
up. A garnishee bill is before the state legislature. 
It is needless to say that all organized labor is 
unalterably opposed to this measure, which would 
make all wages earned by a family, father, sons, 
mother, and daughters, subject to garnishment to 
the amount of 10 per cent of the combined earn- 
ings. Telephone operators have organized. 
Cement workers expect to form union, also un- 
skilled laborers in railroad shops. An employers’ 
liability law was passed by both houses of legis- 
lature. We are making a strong effort to boost 
all union labels. 

Clarinda.—A. G. Heer: 

At present employment is uncertain, but pros- 
pects are bright for all trades here for the coming 
season. Labor is highly enthused over the pas- 
sage of the employers’ liability law. Have one 
new union under way. We insist upon the union 
label at all times when purchasing. 

Waterloo.—E. G. Pullen: 

Outlook for organized labor, especially the build- 
ing trades, is good. Employment fairly steady. 
Continued agitation is increasing the demand for 
union labels. Central labor union held enthusi- 
astic mass meeting to voice protest against decision 
of Justice Wright in the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company case. 


KANSAS. 


Jola.—Pratt Williamson: 

Most industries have not yet recovered from the 
panic of last year, and, consequently, conditions 
are not as good as could be wished. We look, 
however, for a good summer season. Union men 
have higher wages and work shorter hours than 
the non-union men. Clerks are organizing. 

Independence.—Victor F. Helmer: 

With exception of glass workers all organized 
trades arein goodshape. Organized workers have 
had steady employment, but one unorganized fac- 
tory reduced its working force about one-half as 
result of the money panic. Hodcarriers secured 
increased wages. Organized building trades work 
eight hour day, while the unorganized workersin 
same industry work nine hoursa day. Our cen- 
tral labor union is growing steadily and we expect 
ere long to have one of the best organizations of 
its kind in the state. A new and improved child 
labor law was passed by the state legislature. 
Sheet metal workers, retail clerks, and barbers 
have formed unions. Have one new union under 
way. 
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Kansas City.—Roderick J. Hall: 

Organized labor making steady progress. Em- 
ployment fairly steady. The recent convention of 
Kansas State Society of Labor and Industry was 
well attended. Label committee working for the 
union labels. 


KENTUCKY. 


Central City.—J. W. Doss: 

Conditions here are much depressed owing to 
the money panic. As soon as conditions pick up, 
we expect to form several new organizations. 

Lexington.—A. Bablitz: 

Organized labor in this -city is holding its own. 
We recently added the garment workers’ union to 
our roster of unions. A local tobacco company 
which uses the union label will increase its 
capacity, which will give employment to a num- 
ber of men. Hodcarriers (the only local of colored 
men exclusively) are becoming alive again to the 
necessities of the moment and are pulling for the 
eight hour day. Bricklayers are alsotrying for the 
eight hour day. The president and secretary of 
the central labor union were appointed by the 
governor as delegates tothe Southern Child Labor 
Law Conference. Cigarmakers had small strike 
here, but understand the trouble has been ad- 
justed. Street railway men have talked organiza- 
tion a number of times, but each time that they 
have been on the point of organizing, the company 
have conceded some small point and thus dis- 
tracted the men from their purpose. 


Marion.—Geo. F. Jenning: 

Industrial conditions in this section are very de- 
pressed owing to the money panic. There is prac- 
tically nothing in the way of employment and 
many attempts at wage reduction. 


LOUISIANA. 


New Orleans.—J. E. Schroth: 

The depression in business caused by the panic 
has thrown many men out of work. Despite the 
hard times organized labor maintains a better 
position than the unorganized. Organizer Leonard 
organized the marble bed rubbers during the 
month. Have several new unions under way 
which I hope to get in line as soon as business 
picks up. 

MAINE, 

Biddeford.—E. 1, Leighton: 

Employment has been fairly steady and shows 
some improvement during past month, A number 
of labor measures have been introduced in legis- 
lature and we hopefor good results. I hope to be 
able to report the formation of several new unions 
shortly, but this is a hard time of the year to ac- 
complish much here. Weare promoting the union 
labels at all times. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Chicopee.—James F, Murphy: 

Wages, hours, and working conditions are fair 
for organized trades in this city. Nearly all trades 
are steadily employed at this time. Spoolers in 
mills expected to go on strike for advance in 
wages, but secured same without strike. The 
unions here are in fair shape and the members 
steadily employed. Expect to secure increase in 
wages for city laborers, also city firemen. Good 
demand for all union labels. 
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Newton —M. L. Chivers: 

Organized labor in this district is in good con 
dition, although few trades have steady employ 
ment. We are doing all in our power to secure 
labor legislation, which will be of benefit to the 
workers. We keep up a steady agitation for al! 
union labels. 

Worcester.—Chas. A. Cullen and M. F. Garrett 

Despite the industrial depression, organize: 
labor held its own and made progress, while the 
unorganized workers have been at a standstill, 
working under low wages with long hours. We 
look fora big increase in membership this year. 
During the month we will hold revival meetings 
every night and hope, with assistance from inter- 
national unions, to add many thousands to the 
rolls. Business has been slow, but the outlook for 
building trades is good. Organizing committee of 
the central labor union is doing good work. 
Freight handlers, photo engravers, blacksmiths 
and machinists have formed unions recently. 
Municipal employes, machinists, leather workers 
on horse goods and several other unions are under 


way. 
MICHIGAN. 

Kalamazoo.—E. H. Ellis: 

There seems to be a general revival of interest 
among union men, and many of the unorganized 
are talking organization. Employment is becom- 
ing more plentiful and steadier. Women’s label 
league recently added about one hundred new 
members. Stationary firemen are ready to organize. 


Port Huron.—Leroy E. Deal: 

Conditions here at this time are the worstjin 
years. Employment scarce with wages at the 
lowest point. In reply toa single insertion of a 
line advertisement for painters at 15 cents an hour, 
a contractor had forty-four applications six hours 
after the publication of the paper. 


Sault Ste. Marie.—Jas. W. Troyer: 

Organized labor has a decided advantage ove 
the unorganized, w:ich consists principally of 
Italians, who do the unskilled work, such as dig- 
ging work. Work has been uncertain, but is 
becoming steadier. Everything is done to promote 
the union labels. 


MINNESOTA. 

Minneapolis.—E. G. Hall and Emanuel Kovell- 
ski: 

Employment fairly steady and becoming more 
general in all lines. Organized labor has main 
tained better conditions than the unorganized. 
Three unions of culinary workers have been or- 
ganized recently. Have one new union under 
way. A general union labei agitation is kept up 
by all unions. Efforts are being made to have 
semi-monthly pay bill enacted into law, also em- 
ployers’ liability law, state printing plant, eight 
hour law amended, and other measures of interest 
to labor. 

Winona.—P. J. Warren: 

Condition of organized labor in this city is very 
encouraging; the labor movement shows decided 
progress. All unions are vigorous and enterpris- 
ing and the outlook for building trades at opening 
of spring is decidedly favorable. During the past 
two years there have been no requests for advance 
in wages, neither have there been any wage re- 
ductions. Unorganized workers, however, have 
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suffered wage reductions in all industries. There 
is greater interest in the union labels than ever 
before in the history of this city. State Federa- 
tion of Labor, ably assisted by Labor Commissioner 
McEwen, is doing good work in the interest of or- 
ganized labor in state legislature. Expect to re- 
port some new organizations in spring. 


MISSOURI. 

Alexandria.—H. A. Sheets: 

We are trying to stop the leasing of convicts in 
this state, also the manufacture of clothing under 
such conditions. All union men demand the 
union labels. Employment slack in all lines. 

Charlesiton.—W. 1,. Simpson: 

Employment is not yet normal; organized Jabor 
is employed half time, but unorganized are em- 
ployed only one-fourth of the time. 


De Soto.—B. A. Bell: 

All trades in this city are organized and affiia- 
ted with central body, with but one exception, 
and hope to have that affiliated shortly. Trade 
conditions are steadily improving; about ninety-five 
percent of union men steadily employed. Ourcen- 
tral body has started to work to secure the elec- 
tion of our own men in the spring election. We 
are strongly opposing the contracting of convict 
labor. 


Marceline.—Geo. R. McGregor: 

Condition of organized labor fair. Employment 
can be had only about two-thirds of the time in 
most industries. Printers secured advance of four 
cents an hour without strike. In all instances the 
unorganized workers have to work longer hours 
than the union men, and usually for less wages. 
Have one new union under way. There is good 
demand for all union labeled goods. 

Moberly.—C. B. Dysart: 

There is plenty of work here for union men at 
good wages. Nostrikesor other troubles to report. 
We are pushiag the union labels to the front. 


MONTANA. 

Livingston.—A. D. Peugh: 

Condition of organized labor fair. Employment 
is not steady; the railroads which furnish most of 
the work have cut down the time to eight hours 
and the week to five days a week. No strikes or 
other troubles to report. Union men have the 
preference with employers. Since my last report 
the injunction of the Rocky Mountain Bell Tele- 
phone Company has been withdrawn by federal 
Judge Hunt. Expect to form a railway federated 
union shortly. There is growing demand for union 
labels in this section. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Concord.—John J. Scully: 

Organized labor is gererally able to enforce the 
square deal and therefore receives higher wages 
and better conditions than the unorganized. Rail- 
way employes have been on short time for almost 
a year. Weareconstantly pushing the union labels 
and bringing to the attention of consumers the 
higher quality and sanitary production of union- 
labeled articles. Have some prospects of organiz- 
ing janitors and stationary firemen. The notorious 
decision of Justice Wright demonstrates the neces- 
sity of the toiling masses to unite more closely 
in order to defend themselves more effectually 
against aggression of all kind. If there ever was a 
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time in the history of the labor movement when 
its members should give its gallant leaders both 
moral and financial support, it is now. The legis- 
lature of this state may enact some of the legisla- 
tion which is being presented through our state 
federation. 

Lebanon.—J. J. Hurley: 

Conditions are improving slowly. Employment 
is picking up gradually, but there are plenty of 
men to do any work that turns up. Because of 
their activity in union circles, some of the men 
were discharged by the mill owners here who for- 
bade us to ask anyone to join our union. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Elizabeth.—John Keyes: 

Union men get better hours and higher wages 
than unorganized labor and are more respected by 
their employers and the public generally. The 
unionists are generally conceded to be superior 
workmen. A great number of men are yet out of 
work, as industrial conditions are much depressed. 
Carpenters are waging a campaign against the 
openshop. Have prospect of forming a new union 
shortly. 

Vineland.—E. E. Howe: 

Employment is fairly steady at this time. Noth- 
ing new to report as to change in wages or condi- 
tions. E. E. Greenawalt has been visiting and 
addressing unions on the subject of union labels. 


Woodbury.—Carlton Park: 

Employment is steady, but all shops are not 
running full time. No strikes to report. Con- 
ditions remain about the same as last month. 
Glass workers are doing good work promoting the 
union labels. Expect to organize a new union at 
Atlantic City. 

NEW YORK. 

Albany.—P. J. O’Brien and Wm. A. McCabe: 

Employment has been unsteady during the win- 
ter; even more so than last year at the same time, 
but organized labor has pulled through, working 
short time, while few of the unorganized workers 
have had work. Prospects for spring season in 
building trades industries look favorable. Condi- 
tion of organized labor fair, considering the season. 
Good demand for the union labels has been created 
by active agitation. We expect to have a label 
demonstration here during the month. 

Binghamton.—Jeremiah Ryan: 

Condition of the various organized trades is 
much better than the unorganized. The non- 
unionists have been working at lower wages than 
usual during the past winter. Employment is still 
uncertain. Cigarmakers are locked out in a local 
factory because of resisted wage reduction. There 
is a healthy demand for all union labels. 

Cohoes.—Theodore De Groat: 

Organized labor maintaining good conditions 
through the unions Employment irregular in the 
textile industries, the week running about four 
days. Nearly al] unorganized industries have un- 
certain employment. We are urging the demand 
of all union labels. 

Jamestown —Vouis E Ruden: 

Work in sheet metal and furniture industries 
booming, but the workers so far have been unable 
to get back the 20 and 30 per cent wage reduction 
which they received during the recent depression. 
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All organized workers are busy and in much bet- 
ter condition, for the reason that they did not ac- 
cept wage reductions during the panic. Structural 
iron workers in art metal factory organized with 
70 members, which includes every bench man in 
the factory. 


Little Falis.—Thos. J. Crowley: 

Considering the season of the year organized 
workers have fared pretty well. Employment is 
fairly steady at this writing. Unorganized work- 
ers in poor shape. There is a fair demand for 
union labels. 


Newburgh.—John Rothery: 

Organized labor in good shape. There are a 
number of unorganized industries which will be 
ready to get in line as soon as conditions pick up 
a little. A great many of the unorganized trades 
feel the depression badly and are out of work. 
Garment workers are busy. Our union hat factory 
seems to have bright prospects. Painters of Wal- 
den organized during the month. Clerks of Wal- 
den are about to organize; also a women’s label 
league. 


New York.—W. H. Wisner: 

Generally speaking, organized labor has main- 
tained conditions, and in some instances advanced 
wages. The unorganized workers have had to take 
whatever they could get. Tailors in one or two 
branches of that trade increased their wages 35 per 
cent. We are concentrating our efforts on all union 
labels, particularly the hatters at this time. 
Women’s auxiliary to garment workers’ union 
will be formed during month. 


Norwich.—W. E. Miner: 

Conditions here are good, with plenty of work. 
Conditions are fully 25 per cent in favor of organ- 
ized labor. We have a number of bills presented 
at the State legislature, which is now in session. 
Have one new union under way. 


Ogdensburg.—W.H. Lymburn: 

Organized labor in good shape and pretty gen- 
erally employed. Through the action of the 
unions, wages have been increased without strike. 
In all instances the organized workers have the 
advantage over the unorganized. All the unions 
of the city combined forces and held a union label 
meeting, which was a decided success. Millers 
and musicians are organizing. 

Rochester.—Michael J. O’Brien: 

Considering the depression generally prevailing 
throughout the country, organized labor in this 
city isin good shape. Building trades fairly well 
employed, but iron industriesaredull. Teamsters 
have settled their differences and are working in 
harmony. Organizer Stuart Reid has been here 
in an effort to organize clerks and laborers. 

Scheneclady.—]. J. Henley: 

Organized labor holding its own, with much 
better conditions than the unorganized. Expect 
to form a union label league here shortly. 

Syracuse.—Robt. Kinney and Dell Nichols: 

Unorganized workers are not so well paid as 
union mechanics. Employment is fairly steady. 
Expect to unionize one factory in this city. We 
are pushing the union labels to the front. A local 
typewriter company has placed 200 women to take 
the place of the unorganized men. Street-car men 
are in need of organization. 
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NORTH CAROLINA. 


Goldsboro.—Joel Powers: 

Organized labor in fair shape, and steadily em. 
ployed. Wood workers are organizing. Union 
men of this city demand the union labels. 


Spencer.—l,. H. Donkel: 

The post office clerks and carriers in this city 
are now organized to aman. Expect to organize 
street-car men shortly. Conditions in Southern 
Railway shops are improving; they have gone on 
nine hour day and six daysa week, and gradually 
putting on new men. The shop trades at this 
point and on the entire system secured all their 
demandsas to hours and wages. I think the out 
look at this time is more promising than for some 
time past. Several important bills have been sent 
to the legislature this session, only to die in com- 
mittee rooms. This is resulting in the more 
thorough organization of labor politically, for the 
future. 


Winston-Salem,.—R. D. Bailey: 

Organized labor holding its own, with fair wages 
and steady employment considering the season of 
the year. The decision of Justice Wright seems to 
have aroused the working people intensely. All 
union labels are advocated at all times. 


OHIO. 


Bellefontaine.—A. M. Armer: 

Trade conditions here show steady improve- 
ment. The shops on the Big Four railway system 
have resumed the nine hour day. Telephone 
operators, after one hour’s strike obtained the dis- 
charge of an obnoxious chief. The union labels 
are receiving more attention than formerly. We 
have organized a label league and will boom the 
work. 


Cleveland.—Michael Goldsmith: 

Condition of organized labor in this city is good. 
Most trades are fairly well employed. Building 
laborers and freight handlers have organized 
during month. Several trades are organizing. 


Coshocton.—Chas. W. Brownfield: 

Organized labor in good shape, but the unor- 
ganized conditions are poor. Teamsters, plumb- 
ers, and federal union were organized recently. 
Boot and shoe repairers and restaurant employes 
are organizing. The committee for the union 
labels is doing all possible to increase the demand. 


Crooksville.—S. R. Frazee: 

Organized ee in good condition and making 
progress, notwithstanding adverse decisions of 
judges who have tried to ‘‘teach us a lesson.’’ 
The entire country seems to be in sympathy with 
our leaders, who have been sentenced to prison by 
Justice Wright. The unorganized conditions at 
present is down tothe lowest level. Employment 
in potteries fair at this time, but mines are run- 
ning poor. Have two new unions under way. 


East Liverpool.—Chas. Kontnier and J. P. Duffy: 

Nearly all potteries promise to start up full force 
soon. This will give steady employment to a 
large number of union men. During the past 
year, with its hard times, the unions have main 
tained their membership, but the unorganized 
workers fared badly; even city government cut 
down street force very considerably. All union 

















labels are patronized. The sentence of Gompers, 
Mitchell, and Morrison aroused the workers in this 
city intensely. 


Tronton.—James Hayes: 

Organized trades in good shape, but unorgan- 
ized fared badly during winter. Employment 
fairly steady. We have committee waiting on 
merchants, urging them to handle union labeled 
goods. 


Mansfield.—C. R. Aderman: 

Nearly all organized trades steadily employed 
and in good shape. We look for a good season in 
building industries. Condition of organized labor 
is far superior to the unorganized. Two new fac- 
tories will start operations here within the month 
and will employ about five hundred men. There 
is fair demand for union labeled goods. 


Middletown.—Henry W. Naegele: 

All crafts working full time. Building trades 
will be very busy this spring. Unorganized trades 
do not secure as steady employment as the union 
men who are preferred by employers. Union men 
also secure shorter hours with better pay than the 
unorganized. Teamsters organized and have good 
prospects of a large membership. Trades council 
contemplates holding open meetings to be ad- 
dressed by prominent local labor men, business 
men, and professional men who are interested in 
the labor movement and its mission in the world. 
Splendid demand for union labeled goods in this 
city, 


Mt. Vernon.—S. R. Barton and C. A. Wells: 

Trade conditions are beginning toshow improve- 
ment. About sixty per cent of the workers are 
now steadily employed. Union men did not ac- 
cept wage reductions, to which the unorganized 
workers were forced because of their helplessness. 
Street railway employes are organizing. 

Nelsonville.—Chris Evans: 

Organized labor continues to hold its own in 
this locality. Employment so far is very uncer- 
tain, coal mining being the principal industry 
here. Brick and tile workers are in a little better 
position as far as employment is concerned, but 
the wages paid these men are low and do not 
prove an incentive for an increased bank account 
from the mixers of the clay product. 


Newark.—J. W. Adams: 

Employment is still uncertain, but the union 
men who have work receive their union wage 
scale, while the unorganized work for anything 
that isoffered. Nostrikes in this section. While 
it is true that there can be no decided progress 
in conditions during the industrial depression, 
still the unions are holding their own and will not 
accept wage reduction, which lowers the standard 
of the American workman. Have several unions 
ready to organize as soon as business picks up in 
spring. 

Norwalk.—l. W. DeWitt: 

Organized labor in flourishing condition, but 
unorganized workers accepted wage reductions 
during the financial crisis and are working longer 
hours than the union men. All trades are enjoy- 
ing steady employment. Printers, pressmen, and 
bookbinders won eight hour day after a lockout 
of eight days. Railroad shops have rebuilt since 
the fire in August, and all old employes are back 
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A number of unions support 
union label committees to look especially after the 


from other shops. 


union labels. Bartenders are organizing. 


Painesville.—J. H. Sutton: 

Carpenters, masons, teamsters, 
barbers have unions in this city. 
has been unsteady during winter. 
law has been passed in this state. 


Spring field.—C. W. Rich: 

The organized out-of-door trades are preparing 
increased wage schedules, and from present indi- 
cations they will be successful. Other organized 
trades in good shape. Unorganized workers have 
no real prospect of any improvement. Their con- 
dition is really chaotic. With one or two excep- 
tions, all trades have had normal trade conditions. 
Several organizations are making special efforts to 
increase their membership. Active union label 
work is noticed all along the line. 


laborers, and 
Employment 
Child labor 


Young stown.—Chas. Lake: 

More active interest is taken by members of 
unions at this time, than for some time past. The 
unorganized workers are waking up and I believe 
good results will be accomplished by a general re- 
vival. Molders are on strike at this writing, but we 
look for speedy settlement of the trouble. Three 
state laws favorable to labor were passed by state 
legislature. Freight handlers, cooks and waiters, 
clerks, teamsters and blacksmiths, are about to 
form unions. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Enid.—A. W. Hair: 

Condition of unorganized trades is very bad, 
while on the other hand the union men are enjoy- 
ing good conditions. Employment, considering 
the season of the year, has been very steady. So 
far, we have had no strike in order to secure fair 
wages and hours. Child labor law has been enacted 
in this state. Street railway employes are organ- 
izing. 

Guthrie.—G. E. Warren: 

The general condition of organized labor is all 
that we could expectat this time. The recently 
organized unions are thrivingand making steady 
gains in membership. Employment fairly steady 
in all organized trades. Have a federal union 
under way. 

Lawton.—A. T. Rebey: 

We look for plenty of work during the summer, 
as there will be great improvements under way. 
Street laborers secured 20 cents an hour without 


strike. We have some state laws pending in state 
legislature. Hodcarriers and building laborers are 
organizing. 


McAlester.—D. S. O'Leary: 

Employment has been very uncertain, and the 
recent shut-down of most of the mines here makes 
conditions still worse. A federal union is about 
to be organized. Good demand for union labeled 
goods in this city. 

Wilburton.—J. K. Glackin: 

With exception of miners, organized trades are 
well employed. State federation held a special 
convention in Guthrie, which was a great success 
in every respect. Several very important bills are 
contemplated, and are at present before the legis- 
lature, with good prospects of passage. 
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OREGON. 

Portland.—J. 1,. Wheeler: 

Prospects for a good season this spring are 
brighter than for some time past. We have had 
no strikes in this city for the past four years. Or- 
ganized labor is better paid than the unorganized. 
We have several large buildings going up here 
which are strictly union. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Allentown.—Chas. M. Rehrig: 

Employment is still uncertain. No change in 
conditions during the month. There is good de- 
mand for the union labels. 

Berwick.—H. W. Cope: 

Organized labor in fair shape, and with the re- 
turn of steady trade conditions expect to build 
the union membership up in good shape. Unor- 
ganized labor is in worse shape than ever before. 
Central labor union endorsed a full set of municipal 
officers and elected every one of them from Chief 
Burgers down to the inspector of elections. 

Easton.—J. H. Wesley: 

All trades have been exceedingly dull as re- 
gards trade conditions. With exception of cement 
workers, all other industries have been very un- 
steady. No strikes to report. 

Philadelphia.—Wm. J. Boyle: 

Organized workmen enjoy much better condi- 
tions than the unorganized. The unions are greatly 
interested in the tuberculosis exhibition and will 
co-operate with that society in an effort to de- 
crease the deaths resulting from tuberculosis. The 
remarks of John Mitchell and Frank Morrison 
made before the Society for the Prevention of 
Tuberculosis were listened to with great attention. 

Pottsville.—S. M. Glover and Jere Brennan: 

Condition of organized labor good and steadily 
improving. Unorganized working conditions very 
poor, but we hope their conditions will be relieved 
soon, although employment is slack. Shops and 
mines are working three days a week. Union 
labal committee is actively working for the union 
labels. 

Tamaqua.—C. C. Boner: 

Condition of organized labor good and employ- 
ment is becoming more general, although some 
trades are working four days a week. There is fair 
demand for all union labels. 

Titusville.—John W. Hemphill: 

Organized labor conditions are far superior to 
the unorganized. We hope to make this city strong 
in the union movement. Employment is steady in 
all branches. Expect to have the painters’ union 
organized before next report. 


RHODE ISLAND, 
Woonsocket.—Martin W. Cass: 
Labor conditions remain unchanged in this city. 
Have a union of railway clerks under way. Am 
urging merchants to handle union labeled goods. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Charleston.—John L,. Kiley: 

Employment is fairly steady. Legislature passed 
the factory inspection bill. Everything is done to 
promote the demand of the union labels. 

Georgetown.—Joseph N. Alphonse: 

There is no comparison between the organized 
and unorganized workers, as the organized are far 
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in advance of the others, 
uncertain for some time. 


TENNESSEE. 

Nashville.—A. E. Hill: 

A large number of men are yet out of work. Or 
ganized trades in fairshape. Book and job print 
ers secured eight hour day without strike. Plumb 
ers formed union during month. Garment work 
ers are organizing. 


Employment has bee: 


TEXAS. 

Austin.—Jos. Amstead and S. C. Berkley: 

Employment a little slack at this writing, but 
we look for improvement in spring. Our legisla 
tive committee is working in the interest of a large 
number of labor measures before the legislature. 

Dallas.—G. T. White and R. H. Campbell: 

Labor prospects for the future are good and we 
look for plenty of work for all trades soon. Or- 
ganized labor has held its own despite the idle 
ness of a large number of workers. Painters are 
asking $3 a day and paperhangers $4 a day; 
expect this schedule to go into effect. One factory 
signed agreement with garment workers who re- 
cently organized. Trades assembly at Greenville 
organized recently with 21 unions of farmers affili- 
ated. Prospects are very bright for this new organ- 
ization. 

Denison.—H. Kacehel: 

Organized labor in good shape and steadily em- 
ployed. Labor conditions good; all unions work- 
ing in harmony. 

Ft. Worth.—H. B. Lind: 

Industrial conditions are not satisfactory, but 
union men secure better conditions than the un- 
organized. Employment still very uncertain in 
some trades. We have a committee devising ways 
and means for building of a labor temple in this 
city. Prospects bright for successin that direction. 

Galveston.—Ed. Carney: 

With exception of those employed on the wharf 
front, all other industries seem to be steadily em- 
ployed. Organized trades in good shape, The 
union labels are looked after by a union label 
committee. 

Waco.—John R. Spencer: 

Conditions are fairly good for organized trades, 
but there are many unskilled unorganized work 
ers. Building trades have not had steady employ- 
ment, but other trades are reasonably steady. As 
a rule, organized trades are more regularly em- 
ploved than the unorganized. Central labor union 
held open meeting recently. Boot and shoe work- 
ers will hold a label lecture and picture show dur 
ing month, Bartenders, and bookbinders have 
organized. Federal labor union and stationary 
firemen are organizing. 

VERMONT. 

Barre.—Jesse Miller and J. Saddlier: 

Practically all trades here, except the bakers and 
teamsters, are organized Have these two trades 
under way tobe organized very shortly. On 
March 1, 1909, an increased schedule of wages 
went into effect. Wekeep upa constant agita- 
tion for all union labels. 

Newport.—H. P. Sweet: 

Union men work eight and nine hour day, with 
wages from 50 to75 cents an hour higher than 
the unorganized. The churches in this city are 
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in favor of unionism, and ask that the conditions 
of the working people be improved. The weekly 
pay law is now in force and is being strictly ob- 
served. Teamsters, stone masons, carpenters, 
engine wipers, painters, and freight handlers are 
ready to organize as soon as industrial conditions 
pick up. 

White River Junction.—E. D. Biathrow: ° 

Industrial conditions are gradually improving. 
The 16 hour law is being enforced on railroads in 
this state. Expect soon to have several unions 
under way at neighboring towns. 


VIRGINIA. 

Richmond .—James Brown: 

Condition of organized labor fair, although em- 
ployment is unsteady. No strikes or lockouts to 
report. 

WASHINGTON. 

Seattle.—Frank W. Cotterill: 

Considerable work has been done among the 
unorganized workers; several branches of un- 
skilled laborers are likely to organize shortly, 
They see that even through the hardest times, 
that unions do maintain wages and conditions. 
Work at this time is unsteady, owing partly to 
the climatic conditions. The unions have centered 
their efforts to maintain what improved conditions 
they had already secured and to build up organ- 
izations. In some cases the union men get from 
30 to 50 per cent more than the unorganized. The 
agitation for the eight hour day for women has 
caused a great number to join trade organizations. 
Central body was formed at Olympia recently. 
Teamsters of Olympia and Bellingham have 
formed unions. At present am assisting retail 
clerks on organization work. 

Spokane.—Thos. Malony: 

Considering the season of the year, organized 
labor is pretty well employed. Prospects bright 
for plenty of work, a great deal has already been 
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planned in the building trades. Wages are the 
same as last year. With exception of laborers, all 
labor here is pretty well o pee. Federal union is 


making quite a success of its effort in taking city 
contracts and working them on the co-operative 
plan. Marble workers and drug clerks are organ- 
izing. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Clarksburg.—W. R. Talkington: 

The organized workers in this city did not suffer 
wage reduction which the unorganized workers 
did in orderto secure employment. Am making all 
possible efforts to organize the unorganized trades. 
A bill to secure protection for street railway em- 
ployes was passed by the legislature after many 
amendments. 

Huntington.—R. T. Willis: 

Work has been very scarce here during winter, 
but prospects for spring season good. No 
strikes recently. Union men are securing better 
conditions and higher wages than the unorganized. 
Street railway men are forming union. 


WISCONSIN. 

Appleion.—M. G. Smith: 

Organized trades are steadily employed, with 
fair conditions, but the unorganized are in very 
poorshape. Have prospect of organizing a federal 
union and tailor’s union soon. 

Eau Claire.—Carl Foasberg: 

There has been very little for the workers to do 
in any line of industry during the winter. Con- 
ditions remain about the same. Travelers’ goods 
and leather novelty workers are organizing. 


WYOMING. 

Dietz.—G. B. Queen: 

Building trades have had steady employment; 
other lines somewhat irregular. Unions here in 
good shape, securing for the members fair condi- 
tions. 





DOMINION NOTES. 


CANADA.’ 

King ston.—¥Ernest Villard: 

At present fully half of the union men are steadily 
employed, as they are given the preference over the 
unorganized workers. Employment has been very 
irregular. Have one new union under way. 

Sydney, N. S.—J. R. Martin: 

Organized labor is holding its own and about 
seven-eighths of union men here are employed. 
Some industries reduced hours from ten to eight 
with eight hours’ pay. These things affected 
mostly the unorganized who had no contracts 
with employers. Tailors, motormen, and conduc- 
tors secured concessions without trouble. A reso- 
lution has been placed by the trades council with 
the city council in regard to fair wage schedule. 
Teamsters, painters, clerks, and barbers are likely 
to organize. 

Vancouver, B. C.—R. P. Pettipiece: 

Labor conditions are picking up. There is gen- 
eral revival, but there are plenty of men to do all 
work here. Carpenters through negotiations have 
unionized a couple of firms. Printers and cigar- 
makers are particularly active in the work push- 
ing the union labels. A law providing for factory 
inspection has been enacted. Laundry workers are 
organizing. 


Winnipeg, Manitoba.—Ed. Stephenson: 

The unions report fewer members out of work at 
this time. Conditions are slowly resuming normal 
state. Charitable organizations have had extra 
trouble in providing for the unorganized workers 
this winter. Transportation teamsters have been 
locked out in this city and an investigation under 
the Lemieux act is applied for. Teamsters, brew- 
ery drivers, and retail drivers have organized. 
Saskatchewan trades council is about to be formed. 


PORTO RICO. 

San Juan.—Santiago Iglesias: 

Labor conditions on the island are better where 
the trades are organized than the sections where 
there are noorganizations. The unorganized work- 
ers suffer much on account of the hard times. 
Agricultural workers and cigarmakers have started 
to work and look for their employment to be 
steady. At the present writing we have two strikes 
on—laborers at Ponce and cigarmakers at Cidra— 
for increased wages. The unorganized workers 
here are defenseless in their struggle for better 
conditions. Shoemakers are waging a campaign 
for the union labels. Carpenters of Mannabo, 
Yabucoa, and Patillas have organized. Have 
unions of clerks at San _— and post office em- 
ployes of Porto Rico under way. 
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LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 73, 1909. 
To the President and the 
Executive Council of the A. F. of L. 

DEAR SIRS AND BROTHERS: We, the, under- 
signed, your legislative committee, beg leave to 
submit the following report on the matters that 
were referred to us affecting legislation and con- 
sidered during the second session of the Sixtieth 
Congress. 

* RESOLUTION No. 3: Calling for the enlarge- 
ment and extension of the Chinese exclusion act 
so as to exclude the Asiatic races. The committee 
on foreign affairs did not take this matter under 
consideration during thesession, although a number 
of bills dealing with this subject had been intro- 
duced and referred to this committee. 

RESOLUTION No. 11: Which included the several 
bills introduced in Congress in the interests of the 
post office clerks were actively urged, and for a 
time it seemed there would be favorable legisla- 
tion on these matters. The provision was made in 
the House bill providing for the automatic ad- 
vancement of 50 per cent of the clerks and letter 
carriers, who are entitled to promotion from the 
fifth to the sixth grade. The bill passed the House 
in this form, but this provision was eliminated in 
the Senate. When the appointment of conferees 
was under consideration in the House, an effort 
was made to instruct the House conferees to in- 
sist that this provision remain in the bill, but it 
was unsuccessful and the House conferees, 
Messrs. Overstreet of Indiana, Gardner of New 
Jersey (Republicans), and Moon of Tennessee 
(Democrat), despite the evident desire of the 
House to retain this clause which was of interest 
and benefit tothe clerks and letter carriers, agreed 
with the Senate conferees to strike it out. 

RESOLUTION No. 12: Calling for the enactment 
of the illiteracy test to be applied to incoming 
immigrants, failed to receive a favorable report 
from the committee on immigration. 

RESOLUTIONS Nos. 41 AND 46: Asking for 
remedial legislation in behalf of the seamen again 
failed to receive favorable consideration by the 
committee on merchant marine and _ fisheries. 
Congressman Spight of Mississippi, who has urged 
these matters, was unfortunately quite sick during 
this past session of Congress so that he could not 
urge this legislation with his accustomed vigor. 

GENERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL: In re- 
gard to the general employers’ liability bill, we 
report that Congressman Sabath of Illinois, intro- 
duced a bill along these lines which was referred 
to the judiciary committee of the house, but re- 
ceived no consideration at its hands. 

CHILD LABOR Law: In order to efficiently en- 
force the child labor law of the District of Colum- 
bia, every effort was made to have the general ap- 
propriation committee of the House and the House 
committee on District of Columbia affairs provide 

*The numbered resolutions in this report have refer- 


ence to the number by which they were known at the 
Denver A. F. of L. convention. 


for an appropriation for the appointment of in 
spectors for the enforcement of this beneficent law. 
When the bill was under consideration in the 
House, this appropriation was eliminated from the 
bill on a point of order, it being new legislation. 
When tke bill was before the Senate, this appro- 
priation was added to the bill, but was subse- 
quently struck out by the House and Senate con 
ferees. This still leaves the enforcement of the 
child labor law in the District of Columbia to the 
discretion of the District Commissioners. 

LINCOLN’s BIRTHDAY: The centenary of Lin- 
coln’s birthday, February 12, 1909, was made a 
special holiday in the District of Columbia and 
Territories. A bill was introduced making Lin 
coln’s Birthday (Feb. 12 of each year) a legal 
holiday and was not adopted. 

ANTI-PILOTAGE BILL: There was an insistent 
effort made by the advocates of the Littlefield 
anti-pilotage bill to have it reported out of the 
committee on merchant marine and fisheries, but 
through the efforts of your legislative committee 
and other friends the bill was not reported, and it 
is hoped that this species of vicious anti-labor 
legislation, now that it has lost its champion (Mr. 
Littlefield) in the House, will not be urged so in- 
sistently in the future. 

SHIP SuBsIDy BILL: The ship subsidy bill was re- 
vived ata late hour and a vigorous effort was made 
by its friends in the House to pass the measure, 
which had received the approval of the Senate in 
the first session of the Sixtieth Congress, but the 
opposition which we mustered against it was suffi- 
cient to prevent the iniquitous features of this 
steal, with its odious contemplated conscription 
features, from being at this time foisted upon the 
American people. While this bill, as drafted, pur 
ports to be a mail subsidy and does not contain the 
vicious clauses that were embodied in prior bills 
and affecting labor, particularly the seamen; the 
policy now being pursued by the advocates of ship 
subsidy, is to have a law engrafted on the statute 
books embodying this principle, believing that 
the principle of subsidy once being establishe 
into law, it will then be an easy matter to amend 
existing law, and then after a short period of time 
have upon the statute books laws relative to ship 
subsidies, which will have all the evil and per 
nicious features of bills formerly introduced and 
considered by Congress, which have been repu- 
diated by the many successive conventions of the 
A. F.of L. The friends of ship subsidy are very 
active on this measure. It appears to be like 
Banquo’s ghost, ‘‘it will not down,”’ and it is gbso 
lutely necessary to the safety of the aint or 
ganizations in interest that a close and cafefu! 
watch be kept in the coming Congress for the re 
appearance of any measure along subsidy lines. 

EIGHT HOURS AND CONVICT LABOR BILLS: The 
House committee on labor having in charge the 
bill for the extension of the eight-hour workday 
to contractors and subcontractors doing work for 
the government and the bill to regulate convict 











AW. 
the 
the 
on. 
iTO- 
SE - 
On 

the 
she 


in- 


nd 
in 
2a] 


nt 
Id 
he 
ut 
ee 


or 








LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE'S REPORT 375 


labor, which has been approved by the A. F. of L., 
made but one effort to call a meeting of the full 
committee to act upon the reports of the subcom- 
mittees having this legislation in charge. There 
was not a quorum of the full committee present 
at this call, and there was no further effort made 
by the committee to again get an expression on 
these subjects. 

During the first session of the Sixtieth Congress 
and after all of the hearings had been concluded 
on the eight hour bill, the whole subject-matter 
was then referred by the full committee toa special 
subcommittee for the purpose of considering the 
constitutionality of the proposition; but this sub- 
committee, up to the writing of this report, failed 
to make its report, and there is no evidence at the 
disposition of your legislative committee that this 
subcommittee has ever given the subject-matter 
the slightest serious consideration. The names of 
this subcommittee are Vreeland, Haskins, and 
Rainey. At the time when this action took place 
several efforts were made by supporters of the bill 
on the committee to instruct this subcommittee to 
report at an early date so that the matter could 
be acted upon before that session of Congress ad- 
journed. Every motion that was made in the com- 
mittee in this direction was defeated, and no 
report was made in the first session of the Sixtieth 
Congress. Shortly after the opening of the sec- 
ond session, your committee called upon Congress- 
man Gardner, chairman of the House committee 
on labor, and endeavored to have this matter con- 
sidered at the earliest opportunity. Congressman 
Gardner informed your committee that he had not 
called the committee together because he did not 
know whether all the members of the committee 
were in Washington. Asa matter of fact he was 
not clear in his mind as to who the members of 
this subcommittee were, but stated that he would 
endeavor to call the committee together at the 
earliest opportunity. When the committee on labor 
did meet no action was taken on either the eight 
hour bill or the convict labor bill. None of the 
other bills which were referred to this committee 
received any consideration during the session of 
Congress just closed, either through failure of the 
chairman of the committee by his not calling the 
committee together, or through the chairmen of 
the various subcommittees who pursued the same 
course. Numerous efforts were made to have the 
committee on labor meet, but they were unsuc- 
cessful, because there invariably was a lack ofa 
quorum. 

ANTI-INJUNCTION BILL: Owing to the resigna- 
tion of Mr. Littlefield from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, Mr. Tirrell of Massachusetts succeeded 
to the chairmanship of the subcommittee of the 
judiciary committee of the House of Representa- 
tives having all anti-injunction bills in charge. 
He was requested to take action upon the Pearre 
anti-injunction bill, but declined to accede to the 
— made. Later your committee received in- 
strittions from President Gompers to make 
arrangements with the chairman of the committee 
(Mr. Jenkins of Wisconsin) for an opportunity to 
make a statement before the full committee by 
President Gompers and the Executive Council of 
the A. F. of L. relative to the Pearre bill to regu- 
late and limit injunctions and the Wilson amend- 
ment to the Sherman anti-trust law. Mr. Jenkins 
at first acceded to the request, but later recalled 


his promise and directed your committee to see the 
chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. Tirre)], hav- 
ing this legislation in charge, giving as his reason 
‘that it was an inflexible rule tor the chairman of 
the full committee not to make any arrangements 
for hearings without the consent of the chairmen 
of the subcommittees.’’ Mr. Tirred was then re- 
quested to make arrangements for such a hearing 
and after some discussion he insisted that the prop- 
osition should be submitted to him in writing 
and he would reply to the requestin writing, in 
order, as he said, “that a complete record could 
be had of the matter.’’ Letters by President 
Gompers were immediately sent to Mr. Jenkins 
and Mr. Tirrell, copies of which are herewith 
attached. The first is a letter to Mr. Jenkins, copy 
of which was also sent to Mr. Tirrell. The second 
is a letter addressed to Mr. Henry, which contains 
a copy of the reply of Mr. Tirrell to the communi- 
cation addressed to him. The third isa reply of 
Mr. Henry tothe letter addressed to him. The 
letters follow: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., Jan. 9, 1909. 
Hon. JOHN L, JENKINS, 
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SiR: Agreeable to arrangements made between 
Judge Tirrelland Mr. Holder, legislative committeeman 
of the A. F. of L., yesterday, January 8th, I herewith 
make a formal request to you fora hearing before the 
full judiciary committee of the House of S cpresenta- 
tives, for the Executive Council of the A. F. of L., be- 
tween the dates of January llth and 15th, inclusive, 
excepting the morning hours of January l4th. 

The purpose of making this :equest is toallow the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the A. F. of L. to makea statement 
before the Judiciary com mittee of the House in reference 
to the necessity of amending the Sherman anti-trust 
law, and the necessity for a bill regulating the issuance 
of injunctions. 

This request is made not for the purpose of opening up 
the hearings or prolonging the questions under consid- 
eration, but merely for the purpose of making a state- 
ment, which is not anticipated to take more than an 
hour, unless questions from members of the committee 
might possibly prolong the conference, 

l am sending a similar letter to this to the Honorable 
Judge Tirrel!l, so that it will be thoroughly understood 
that a meeting of the full committee is what we desire. 

Hoping this request may be granted, I am, 

Very traly yours, 
SAMUEL GOMPERs, 
President, A. F. of L. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., Jan. 15, 1909. 


Hon. RoBERrT L. HENRY, Judiciary Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: On Saturday, January 9th, I sent a written 
request to Judge Jenkins, chairman of the judiciary 
committee of the House, and Judge Tirrell, chairman 
of one of the subcom mittees, asking for an opportunity 
to make a statement before the full com mittee in behaif 
of the A. F. of L. Copies of these letters I inclose herein. 

Up to the —— I have received no written reply 
from Judge Jenkins, but Judge Tirrell has replied as 
follows: 

“WASHINGTON, D. C., Jan. 14, 1909. 
SAMUEL GOMPERs, Esq... 
President, A. F. of L., 
423 G St. N. W.. Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: I did not receive your letter of January 9th 
until yesterday because it was left at my office in the 
House building where I only go occasionally as my 
work is done in my apartment at the hotel where I 
reside. 

Your request is to have a hearing before the full judi- 
ciary committee of the House of Representatives for the 
Executive Council of the A. F. of L. between the days of 
January |lth and 15th, inclusive, excepting the morning 
hours of January 4th. Such a request should be made 
to the chairman of the committee,asI have no power 
to order a hearing before the full committee, 

Yours truly, 
CHARLES Q. TIRRELL.” 

Mr. Holder, legislative committeeman of the A. F. of 
L., reports that he met Judge Jenkins last night and 
that the judge informed him that it was an inflexible 

‘ 











376 





rule of the judiciary committee that the chairman 
should make no arrangements for hearings unless so au- 
thorized by the responsible chairman of the subcom- 
mittee having the matters in interest at hand. 

Iam sending you this information, with the request 
that this matter be brought to the attention of the com- 
mittee, and that at least, if a hearing can not be had,a 
written answer may be vouchsafed me to the letter 
which | wrote. 

Thanking you in advance, I am, 

Very truly yours, 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESEN- 
TATIVES. 
WASHINGTON, D.C., Jan. 15, 1909. 


Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L.. 
428-425 G St., N. W., Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SIR: Your letter of January 15th, with copy 
of letter of January 9th, 1909, addressed to Hon. J. J. Jenk- 
ins, came duly to hand. Permit me to say that your 
communication reached meat the committee room of 
the judiciary committee at about 11.30 this morning, 
January 15th. We were then in the midst of consider- 
ing a pending bill. As soon as an opportune occasion 
arose, I calied the subject-matter of your letter 
and enclosure to the attention of the full commit 
tee and urged that you be granted the hearing as 
requested. After a few moments’ discussion among 
the members, I moved that you be given the hearing, 
beginning at 2 o’clock today, and the chairman ruled 
my motion out of order on the ground that the commilt- 
tee could not have a hearing while the House is in 
session, as it would be this afternoon, The:eupon I 
suggested that the motion could be putand carried to 
give you the hearing, and we could then secure permis- 
sion of the House, when it convened today, that we 
might sit during this day’s session for the purpose of 
hearing you as requested. The chairman again ruled 
that the motion was nevertheless out of order at this 
time. Hence, I was not able to get the time set for today. 

Regretting my inability to have your request complied 
with and assuring you that I stand ready to aid you at 
any and ali times to properly present these legislative 
matters and all others tothe committee of which I am 
a member, I am, 

Very truly yours, R. L. HENRY, 
M. C., 11th Texas District. 


A perusal of this correspondence shows that 
every effort was made in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the business methods of the judi- 
ciary committee, but in spite of that Mr. Jenkins 
declined to beequallycourteous to respond with any 
kind of a written reply, and Mr. Tirrell placed the 
responsibility entirely upon Mr. Jenkins, the chair- 
man of the full committee. 

Every effort was made with the members of the 
judiciary committee as individuals to take action 
upon the Pearre anti-injunction bill No. 94and the 
Wilson bill No. 20584, and have them use their 
influence to get these measures reported out of 
committee, but without avail. In former Con- 
gresses Mr. Jenkins endeavored at various times 
to impress upon the members of your committee 
as well as the officers of the A. F. of L. his entire 
friendliness to the measures which we proposed, 
and for some time there has been doubt in the 
minds of many as to whether this friendliness was 
real or merely professed. The information con- 
tained in Mr, Henry’s letter leads us to believe that 
Mr. Jenkins is and always was opposed to our meas- 
ures. It may be of interest to know that Mr. 
Jenkins will not be a member of the coming Con- 
gress, he having been defeated fora renomination, 
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his injunction record playing an important part in 
the bringing about of that defeat. 

COMPULSORY INVESTIGATION OF LABOR Dis- 
PUTES: A strenuous effort was made by Mr. Town- 
send, of Michigan, to have enacted into law a bill 
requiring compulsory investigation of labor dis- 
putes by commission. This bill was reported out 
of the interstate commerce committee in the first 
session of the Sixtieth Congress and placed upon 
the calendar so that it was called up in its regular 
order. It was also accompanied with the majority 
and minority report of the committee. This meas- 
ure being evidently a forerunner towards com- 
pulsory arbitration and other offensive measures 
of inquisition, made the bill particularly obnox- 
ious tolabor. After a running debate lasting two 
hours or over, the bill was laid over, and every 
effort afterwards made by Mr. Townsend to call 
the bill up again was defeated through the activi- 
ties of Congressmen Wilson, Nichols, Ryan, 
Hughes (of New Jersey), and others, and the bill, 
therefore, failed of passage in the Congress just 
closed. 

SAFETY APPLIANCE BILL: The safety appliance 
bill No. 26,725, for the standardizing ot ladders, 
grab-irons, hand-holds, platforms, and sills upon 
railroad cars, which had been endorsed by the 
Railroad Department of the A. F. of L., was intro- 
duced and hearings given thereon. President 
Perham, of the order of railway telegraphers, and 
international President Hawley, of the Switch- 
men’s Union of North America, appeared before 
the committee in favor of this measure. The bill 
was opposed by representatives of the various rail- 
road companies, and by Mr. H. R. Fuller, repre- 
senting some of the railway brotherhoods in per- 
son, and by the executive officers of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers and the Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen by telegrams. The 
bill passed the House February 15th and was then 
sent to the Senate, but too late in the session for 
it to receive consideration in the Senate, therefore 
the measure failed of passage. 

It would have been much more gratifying if it 
had been possible to have reported a larger meas- 
ure of success in the duties that have been as- 
signed to us, but there is no use in wasting energy 
upon unnecessary complaints; we feel propor- 
tionately glad to be able to show that, although 
the larger measures of relief so much desired 
by Labor have not been enacted, yet it is some 
satisfaction to know that the opposition by the 
A. F. of L., as represented by your legislative 
committee has been efficient in stopping obnox- 
ious legislation such as ship subsidy, anti-pilotage 
and compulsory investigation (which is but the 
forerunner of compulsory arbitration) from being 
enacted into statutory law. 

In connection herewith we wish to recall the 
report which was submitted to you in 1908, and 
which was published in the August issue of the 
AMERICAN FEDERATIONIsT of that year. 

Respectfully submitted. 

TuHos. F. TRAcy, 
ARTHUR E. HOLDER, 
Legislative Committee A. F. of L. 
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CONVENTIONS OF INTERNATIONAL UNIONS, 1909. 


May 1, New York, N. Y., United Cloth Hat and 
Cap Makers. 

May 4, Detroit, Mich., Amalgamated Association 
of Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers. 

May —, Cleveland, Ohio, Tin Plate Workers’ In- 
ternational Protective Association. 

May 9 Minneapolis, Minn., American Federa- 
tion of Musicians. 

May 10, Atlanta, Ga., Order of Railroad Teleg- 
raphers. 

May 10, Minneapolis, Minn., Hotel and Restau- 
rant Employes’ Internationa] Alliance. 

May 17, Peoria,| Ill., Switchmen’s Union of 
North America. 

May 22, New Brunswick, N. J., National Print 
Cutters’ Association of America. 

May 30, New York, N. Y., Steel Plate Trans- 
ferrers’ Association. 

June 7, Toronto, Canada, Patternmakers’ League 
of America. 

June 7, Milwaukee, Wis., International Associa- 
tion of Steam and Hot Water Fitters. 

June 7, Washington, D. C., International Asso- 
ciation of Marble Workers. 

June 21, Omaha, Nebr., International Printing 
Pressmen and Assistants’ Union. 

June 21, Syracuse, N. Y., Boot and Shoe Work- 
ers’ Union. 

June 28, Philadelphia, Pa., International Union 
of Pavers, Rammermen, etc. 

July 5, Milwaukee, Wis., International Broom 
and Whisk Makers’ Union. 

July 7, Milwaukee, Wis., Glass Bottle Blowers’ 
Association. 

July 12, Chicago, Ill., International Jewelry 
Workers’ Union of America. 

July 12, Galveston, Tex., International Long- 
shoremen’s Association. 


July 12, Springfield, Ohio, International Alliance 
of Theatrical Stage Employes. 

July 17, Newark, N. J., Wire Weavers’ Protective 
Association. 

July 19, Philadelphia, Pa., International Steel 
and Copper Plate Printers’ Union. 

July 22, Louisville, Ky., Retail Clerks’ Inter- 
national Protective Association. 

July —, Atlantic City, N. J., National Brother- 
hood of Operative Potters. 


August 2, Denver, Colo., Amalgamated Sheet 
Metal Workers’ International Alliance. 


August 2, Buffalo, N. Y., Journeymen Tailor 
Union of America. 

August 3, Detroit, Mich., International Glove 
Workers’ Union of America. 


August 9, St. Joseph, Mo., International Typo- 
graphical Union. 


August 10, Indianapolis, Ind., Shirt Waist! and 
Laundry Workers’ International Union. 

August 12, Kansas City, Mo., International 
Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Union«f North 
America. 


August 16, Boston, Mass., Metal Polishers, 
Buffers, Platers, etc. 


September 6, Eureka, Humb. Co., Cal., In- 
ternational Brotherhood of Woodsmen and Saw 
Mill Workers. 


September —, Springfield, Mass., Table Knife 
Grinders’ National Union. 


September 6, St. Louis, Mo., National Federa- 
tion of Post Office Clerks. 


September 7, Milwaukee, Wis., International 
Photo-Engravers’ Union of North America. 


September 9, Boston, Mass., International 
Spinners’ Union. 


September 13, Boston, Mass., Wood, Wire, and 
Metal Lathers’ International Union. 


September 13, Denver, Colo., International 
Association of Machinists. 


September 13, Elmira, N. Y., International Hod- 
carriers and Building Laborers’ Union of America. 


September 13, Chicago, Ill., International Brick, 
Tile, and Terra Cotta Workers’ Alliance. 


September 14, Denver, Colo., American Brother- 
hood of Cement Workers. 

September 17, New York, Pocketknife {Blade 
Grinders and Finishers’ International Union. 

September 20, —, Travelers’? Goods 
and Leather Novelty Workers’ International Union 
of America. 

September 20, Minneapolis, Minn., International 
Association of Bridge and Structural Iron Work- 
ers. 

October 4, Milwaukee, Wis., International Union 
of Shipwrights, Joiners, Caulkers, Boat Builders 
and Ship Cabinet Makers of America. 

October 4, Toronto, Ont., Amalgamated | Associ- 
ation of Street and Electric Railway Employes of 
America. 

October 5, Milwaukee, Wis., Journeymen Bar- 
bers’ International Union of America. 

October 19, Detroit, Mich., International Asso- 
ciation of Car Workers. 

October 19, Charlotte, N. C., United Textile 
Workers of America. 

November 8, Toronto, Can., American Federa- 
tion of Labor. 

November 29, New York, N. Y., International 
Seamen’s Union. 

December 8, Indianapolis, Ind., International 
Alliance of Bill Posters of America. 
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STATE OF EMPLOYMENT, FEBRUARY, 1909. 
Compiled by the Editor of the American Federationist. 
Of the 1,899 unions making returns for February, 1909, 
with an aggregate membership of 139,836, there were 7.4 
r cent without employment. In the preceding month 
Psi unions, with a membership of 107,535, reported 9.8 
per cent unemployed. 
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Chart showing the reported percentage of unem- 
ployed members of trade unions at the close of each 
month, commencing January, 1908 

The heavy line indicates the per cent for 1909; the 
light line for 1908. 
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FINANCIAL S STATEMENT. 


The following is a statement of the receipts and ex 
penses for the month of February, 1909. (lhe months 
are abbreviated thus: j, f, m, a, m, etc.) 

1, Balance on hand February 1, 1909 .............. $133,346 72 

Local 102, intl union of slate workers, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund 

Loca! 706, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 5, natl asso of machine printers and 
colors mixers of U 8, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 8, metal polishers and buffers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund _. 

Local 9560, suspendermakers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 217, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund . 

Federation of labor, Colu mbus, Ohio, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 271, int! bro of blacksmiths and help- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 

Central labor union, Carbondale, Pa, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 205, iron moiders union, donation to 
defense fund 

Local 12, united bro of leather workers on 
horse ntaifad donation to legal defense 
fund ... 2 60 

Local 826, United mine workers of re dona- 
tion to legal defense fund . 5 00 

5 00 


2 00 
5 00 


5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
10 00 
25 00 
5 00 
25 00 
2 00 


Local 1243, united broof carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to lega! defense fund.. 

Local 278. united asso journeymen piumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U Sand Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 149, journeymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 242, united asso Jjourneymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfititers, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Federal labor 12552, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Alfred L Hewett, secy, Bossburg, Penn, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 101, coopers intl union of N 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 50, united asso journeymen plumbers, 
gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfitters 
helpers, of U S and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 170, iron molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Egg inspectors 11264, tax, jan, ’09, $15; df, 
$16; donation to legal defense fund, $10... 

ee ber council, Waukesha, Wis, 

d, $2.50, donation to legal defense 


Trades and labor assem, Newcastle, Pa, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 9, united broof carpenters and joiners 
of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Federated trades council, Green Bay, Wis, 
donation to legal defense fund,. 

Local 289, carpenters and joiners ofA, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 565, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 206, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.... 

Local 221, international molders union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

ge central trades council, Granite City, 
Ill, donation to legal defense fund. 

Local 45, Jjourneymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 95, operative plasterers intl as 
nation to legal defense fund 

1, united bro of carpentersand joiners 

of A, ‘donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1571, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Federation of labor, Baltimore, “Ma, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
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Local 628, united bro of earpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 244, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 561, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense tund... 

Local 21, upbolsterers intl union of N A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 228, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defeuse fund 

Local 80, united bro of leather workers on 
horse goods, donation to legal defense 
fund 

Local 19, intl molders union of N 
tion to legal defense fund . 

Federated trades assem, Duluth, Minn, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 878, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense tund... 

Local 212, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 2, united cloth, hat and cap makers 
of N A, donation to legal defense fund...... 

Local 262, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 56, int! molders union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 21, journeymen barber union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 272, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 21, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Central labor union, Easton and vicinity, 
Pa, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 332, amal sheet metal workers, intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 210, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 33, intl bro of boiler workers, iron 
ship builders, and helpers of A, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 2614, united mine workers of ‘A, “dona- 
tion tolegal defense fund 

Local 6, bro of railway clerks, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Henry Sievers, St Louis, 
legal defense fund 

Local 402, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 11, united bro of leather workers ‘on 
ae goods, donation to legal defense 
fu 

Local 207, united asso jJourneymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U S and Can, donation 
to legal defense fund..... .. 

Local 657, united bro of carpenters and ‘join- 
ers of - donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 52, cigarmakers intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

A C Snyder, Columbus, Ga, “donation “to 
legal efensefund 

Local 683, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1127, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 39, amal sheet metal “workers | ‘inti 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund 

Central labor union, Watertown, Wis, dona- 
tion to legal defense fand 

Local 1391, united mine workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 65, united asso journeymen ‘plumbers, 
gasfitters, steam fitters, steamfitters help- 
ers of US and Can, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Central aoamae council, 
Ky, tax, 

Central labor union, ‘Lincoin, Neb, ‘tax, 0, ‘nh, 


708, J, j, m 
Federal I labor 9636, tax, n, d, '08, 4, $1.8 BO; a f, 
1.50.. a 
Central labor ‘union, ‘South Omak 
tax, n, d, 08, emegusee 
Federal labor " tax, n, d, ‘$1.50; ‘a f, $1.50... 
Horse nail workers 7180, sup 
Federal labor 8785, tax, nov, 80c; d f. 
ee rx mail’ deliverers 9468, tax, 
nov, $45; d f, $46 
Mosaic workers 12510, tax, dec, 08, jan, '09, 
70c; d f, 70c 
Suspender workers 8144, sup 


Muhlenburg on, 


$5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 


20 00 
10 00 
25 00 
16 00 
2 00 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 


5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
10 00 
5 00 


5 00 


3 00 


5 00 


5 0 


5 00 
5 00 


1 00 
5 00 


1. 


. Central labor union, 


Highway 12324, tax, jan, 
09, $1.50; 

Pole aK, and electrical. assistants 12491, 
tax, jan, ’09, $1.75; d f, $1.75; sup, 50c ‘ 


, d, $3; 


Pox prot 
f, $1.50... 


Agenis and solicitors 8643, tax, 


up, 
Federal labor 12741, ‘sup 
Local 2 journeymen horseshoers, sup.... ‘ 
Natl bro of operative potters, tax, n, da, 08, 


jan, 
Ameriean federation of musicians, tax, jan, 


United hatters of N vA, ‘tax, ‘h, 4, 08, j f, 109. 

Boot and shoe workers union, tax, n nov 

Intl longshoremen asso, tax, ‘jan... ence 

Bro of railway clerks, tax, n, ‘a 

Intl stereoty pers and electrotypers union, 
tax, dec 

Middletown, N Y, do- 

nation to legal defense fund 

Central labor union, Newburgh, N Y, tax, 
}, J. a 8, 0, n, $5; donation to legal defense 
und, 

Local 1170, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
Local 25, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 811, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Central federated union of N Y ‘City, ‘N tz, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Joint council boot and shoe workers union, 
= ae, 3 Mo, donation to legal defense 
und . 

Local 1942, united mine workers of A, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 520, carders union, donation to Jegal 
defense fund 

Local 1145, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to lega! defense fund 

Local 330, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local i214, united bro of carpentersand join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Lova]l 60, intl assoof machinists, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 42, glass bottle blowers asso of US 
Can, donation to legal defense fund 

Local’ 150, operative plasterers intl asso of 
US and Can, donation to legal defense 


Local 17, national bro of operative potters, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Patternmakers asso, Schenectady and vi- 
cinity, N Y, donation to legal defense fund 
al 302, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense fund 
‘al 958, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of re donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 58, united bro of Journeymen plumb- 
ers, etc, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 77, ‘united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 52, ‘intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Trades union assem, Williamsport, Pa, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 245, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 1659, united broof car ntersand join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 183, united bro of Jjourneymen plumb- 

ers, ete, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 4, stove mounters intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 18, united bro of leather workers on 
~ ~ goods, donation to legal defense 
un 
Federation of trade unions, York, Pa, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 2293, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 5, intl bro of maintenance of way em- 
wore donation to legal defense fund 
68, united bro of Journeymen plumb- 
ers, etc, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 118, intl bro of blacksmiths and help- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund... 
Loeal 2312, united mine workers of A, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. . 
Federal labor 11366, tax, dec, 90c; “a t We .. 
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2. Local 16, united asso journeymen plumbers, 
etc, donation to legal deiense fund.. 

Local 20, operative plasterers asso, donation 
to legal efense fund 

Local 681, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund. 

Trades and labor assem, Marshalltown, 
Iowa, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 28, united bro of leather workers on 
horse goods, donation to legal defense 
fund 

Local 1586, united bro of carpente rs and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 


Thomas J Riley, Deer L odge, Mont, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. , 
Local 103, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 63, natl broof operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 11, wood, wire, and metal lathers i 
union, donation to legal defense fund 

Central trades and labor assem, Springfield, 
Mo, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 26, united bro of leather workers on 
horse goods, donation to legal defense 
fund 

Local 29, bricklay ers and masons intl union 
of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 259, ama! sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense tund 

Local 118, int! bro of boilermakers, iron ship 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
OO —_ D 

Local 30, intl bro of blacksmiths and help- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca] 458, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A,donation to legal defense fund 

Local 172, united asso journeymen plumbers, 
etc, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 1402, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Trades and labor council, Peekskill, N Y, 
donation to legai defense fund 


$10 00 
10 00 
10 00 

5 00 


5 00 


. Soap, soda, and cundile 10385, tax, d, ’08, j, f, 


UY, $4.50; d ft, $4.50,,. 

Centra! labor union, ‘Jefferson C ‘ity, Moy, tax, 
a, 8, O, n, d, 708, j, t 

Trades union assem, Ww illiamsport, Pa, tax, 


United neckwear utters 6939, tax, nov, ‘B75; 
d f, $3.7 

Spring and pocket knife makers 1227 
dec, $1, d f,$1 

Book keepers, slenographers, accountants 
12646, tax, dec, $1.85; d f, $1.89... samme 

Federal labor 12681, lax, n, da, $3.90; “af, ¥ 

Trades assem, Peoria, il, tax, o, DB, d, 
donation to legal! defense fund, $10... 

Assorters and packers 8316, sup 

Rockmens , Prot 12712, tax, acct jan, $5; df, 


$5; sup, $ 
Scaiesmen a rot ilats, tax, feb, $3.25; d f, $3.25; 
$4.20 


su 
Railroad helpers and laborers 12263, tax, 


jan, ’09, $1; d f, $1; sup, $1.25 


. Trades council, , Pinekneyville, Ill, tax, 8, 0, 


n, d, ’08, j, f, "U9 
Central trades and labor assem, Tampa, 
tax, 0, n,d 
Florida state fed of labor, tax, s, 0, n 
Trades and labor assem, Brainerd, Minn, 
tax, o,n,d 
Federal labor 12514, tax, jan, 45c; d f, 45c 
Central labor union, Fremont, Ohio, tax, 


o,n,d 

Central ae council, Bellingham, Wash, 
tax, 8, O, D.. eee 

central ar ‘unio . 
d, A 

Central trades council, ‘Augusta, "Ga, “tax, ‘a, 
8, 0, n, d, ’08, 

Domestic prot d3703, tax, n, d, $2; d f, $2; sup, 
50c 


Mt Carmel, Ill, tax, n, 


Tobacco strippers 12690, tax, dec, 55c; d f, 55c 

Photographic workers 12028, tax, pn, ‘d, $i. 3u; 
d f, $1.30 

Federal labor 10746, tax, jan, ’09, $1.40; d f, 
$1.40; sup, $5...... 

Intl unionof elev ator constructors, tax, ,jan, 


Cental labor union, Tiffin, Ohio, tax, s, o, 
Bes donation to legal defense tund, 

Buffalo Republic, Buffalo, N 
legal defense fund 

Local 3, bricklayers int! union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Central trades and labor union, “ESt Louis, 
Ill, donation to legal defense fund 

Fed ‘trades council, Santa Clara co, Cal, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 59, united brewers asso of Greater 
New York, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca! 283, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 456, intl bro of blacksmiths, “donation 

to legal defense fund 

Local 1, bricklayers, donaiion to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 72, united asso of journeymen plumb- 
ers, ete, donation to legal defense fund 

Ralph W Moss, Center Point, Ind, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 29, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca} 10, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 7117, stoneware potters, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 42, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 104, ‘intl asso ot machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

P H Morrissey, Chicago, Ill, donation to 
legal defense fun 

United mine workers of A, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 52, natl bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 44, natl bro of operative ‘potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 1075, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 
fund .. 

Local 319, united asso ‘journeymen plumb- 
ers, ete, donation to legal defense fund 

Central labor union, Pottsville, Pa, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
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3. Local 441, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fun 
Local 20, int! molders union of 
tion to degal defeuse fund 
Local 1387, united bro of carpenters and 
“om of A, donation to legal defense 
un 
Local 125, int! asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fun 
Local 355, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Locol 940, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to iegai defense fund..... 
Local 23, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 147, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 133, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 240, 8S F Martin, secy, La Fayette, Ind, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 94, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. on 
Local 44, bricklayers and masons intl union, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 327, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Trades council, Austin, Texas, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 267, amal sheet metal workers alli- 
ance, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 141, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 600, united bro of carpenters and Jjoin- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 27, operative plasterers intl asso, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 177, intl union of molders of N- ‘A,  do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 62, operative plasterers, donation to 
legal MM PIS on csen, cecascsccsceceonace.senee 
Local 185, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 272, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 598, united mine workers, donation to 
legal defense fund 


3. Amal meat cutters and butcher workmen 


of N A, sup.. ..... 
Local 12, quarry workers inti ‘anion of N. ‘A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 1078, united bro ofcarpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund... 
Local 36, railroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 14, united bro of leather workers on 
wen donation to legal defense fund 
John Fiett, Toronto, Can, donation to 
legal yt; fund. 
Local 71, iron molders union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
1, intl asso of machinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund . 
Central labor union, Boonviile, Ind, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 
Local 37, chainmakers natl union, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 672, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund . 
Local 36, intl union of steam engineers, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Loca! 1924, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 94, ice wagon drivers and helpers 
union, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 9985, clay miners union, donation to 
legal defense fund. . 
Local 12, tin plate workers inti prot asso of 
A, donation to legal defense fand 
Local 3, natl print cutters asso of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.....................e00 oes 
Trades and labor council, Streator, Ill, do- 
nation to legal defense fand... 2 
iS intl asso of machinists, onation 
al defense fund 
45, intl bro of blacksmiths and help- 
— donation to legal defense fund 
Local 151, journeymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 8, united cloth hat and cap makers of 
NA, donation tc legal defense fund.. 
Local "58, stereotypers union, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund 
Local 1248, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donati >n to legal defense fund. 
Local 721, "intl asso of mac hinists, donation 
to legal defense fund ..... 
Loca! 124, carpenters and Joiners ‘of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
Local 146, switchmens union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 401, intl molders union of N 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local $24, journey men barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fuid. 
Building employes 12695, donation to legal 
defense fund.. 
Local 57, giass bottle blowers asso, donation 
to lega! defense fuud 
Federal labor 12689, tax, jan, 709, $2. 2.95; df, 
$2.95; sup, 6c. 
Ss workers 11 827 , tax, dec, 35c; d f, 
85e; sup, 50 ve 
Federal Bor R002. sup 
Spring and pocket knife makers 12229, sup.. 
Janitors prot 10367, sup.. .... 
Tuternasional bridge pavers, rammermen, 
and stone curb setters, tax, d, ’08, j, 08, 
$15; sup, $1.25.. 


. Local 126, railroad telegraphers, donation 


to legal “defense fund 

Watch case engravers intl asso of A, Can- 
ton, Ohio, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 48, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. eqeacetsasanee 

Local 423, carpenters and ‘joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund....... 

Local 285, journevmen tailors union, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 1, amal asso of iron, steel, and tin 
workers, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 191, amal asso steel and electric rail- 
way employes of A, donation to legal de- 
fense fand 

Trades and labor assem, ‘Des Moines, Iowa, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Centra! trades and labor union, Pawtucket, 
RI, donation to legal defense fund 

Locai 89, cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund ...... 

Patternmakers asso. New York and vicin- 
ity, N Y, donation to legal defense fund.. 
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. Lecal 93, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund ......... 

Local 69, intl bro of stationary ‘firemen, “do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 234, boot and shoe workers union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 91, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 208, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 214,amalgamated sheet metal workers 
intlalliance,donation to legal defense fund 

Local 105, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 2635, united mine workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 16, natl bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 2318, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 22, typographical union, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local7, amalgamated asso of iron, steel, and 
tin workers, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 46, amalgamated sheet metal workers 
intlalliance,donation to legal defense fund 

Local 3, stove mounters intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Granite cutters intl asso of A, Taunton, 
Mass, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca! 1037, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 2384, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Metal trades council, Memphis, Tenn, do- 
nation to legal defense fund......... 

Central trades »nd labor council, Kingston, 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund 

Grays Harbor trades and labor council, 
Soe, Wash, donation to legal defense 


nd 

_—. K Headley, treas, East Liverpool, 
Ohio, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 60, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 425, amal asso of street and electric 
railway =< of A, donation to legal 
defense fun 

Local 28, united asso ‘journey men plumbers, 
gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 
helpers of U 8 and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund.. 

Local 1, intl union. of steam engineers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 8, Bricklayers and masons union of 
A, donation to legal defense fun 

Local 128, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund ...... 

Local 1743, united mine workers of ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. ... 

Local 25, glass bottle blowers asso of US 
and Can, donation to legal defense fund... 
Trades assem, Bradford, Pa, donation to 

legal defense fund. 

Local 601, united bro of carpenters and ‘Join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca! 1168, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Trades and labor council, Danville, Ill, do- 
nation to legal defense fand 
Local 308, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to lega nl defenne fund. 

Local 1226, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal eee 

Local 216, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 46, tin plate workers intl prot asso of 

._ _ A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 63, intl bro of stationary firemen, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 210, carpenters and -"emagha of A, dona- 
tion to legal desense fund. 


4. Local 213, intl asso of machinists, donation 


to legal defense fund 

Local 338, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 139, intl union of steam 
nation to legal defense fund 

—— labor 12706, donation to legal defense 
un 

Local 93, iron molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Loca! 1124, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 17, laundry workers union, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1305, united mine workers of A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Loca! 583, hand warp dressers asso, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 199, united bro of carpenters ‘and “join- 
ers of A, donation to lega! defense fund 

Local 750, "united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to Jegal defense fund............... 

Federation of labor, Louisville, K 
tion to legal defense fund 

Trades and labor assem, Mascoutah, I11, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 514, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund..... 

Local 161, intl asso of operative plasterers, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Intl molders union, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 57, Amer fed of musicians, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 294, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fun 

Local 77, seamens union of N A, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Granite cutters intl asso of A, ~ rand Mass, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Hair spinners 12347, tax, feb, $2. 95; “a f, $2. 95; 
donation to legal defense fund, ’g2 

Firemens asso 12270, tax, jan, ’09, "$5; d f, $5... 

me — union, Walden, N Y, tax, bal, 


J, f, 709 
Feasenl labor 127038, tax, 0, n, $1; 
Federal labor 12741, tax, feb, ‘ioe ry 26; a f, 


$2.20.. 
Federal labor "12672, tax, jan, 109, “Be; “a f, ‘BBe 
Railroad transfer messengers and clerks 
11689, tax, feb, 09, $1.10; d f, $1.10... 
Water works employes’ 12306, tax, Jan, 09, 


$ 
United ra? onl cutters 6939, tax, “dec, 
$8.75; d f, $3. 
ciaienalinen, typewriters, bookkeepers, 
and assistants 11773, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 
Loca] 166, united assojourneymen plumbers, 
asfitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 
elpers of U S and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund... 
Local 8, railroad “telegraphers, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 57, intl bro of electrical workers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund . 
Local 524, united mine workers of ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
Local 166, intl asso of machinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund...... 
Local 898, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to iegal defense fund 
Local 221, br therhood of painters, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 
Local 35, intl asso of machinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 1159, retail clerks intl — ame, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
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. Local 23, bricklayers, masons, and plaster- 


ers, donation to legal defense fund............ 
Local 186, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Loca! 279, journey men barbers union, dona- 
tion to ‘Tegal defense fund... 
Local 7, inti boilermakers, iron “ship ‘puild- 
ers, and penne donation to —_ defense 
nd.. 


Local 191, “inti ‘bro of “electrical. “workers, 
donation to legal defense fund..............-. 
Local 215, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 

DRE GOROSO BBMG..w cevecnccesssenseveevenzessensenscseees 
Local 194,amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund.... 
Local 87, journeymen tailors of A, donation 
to legal defenne Und. .................00.-ccsesecreesees 
—— prot 8079, donation to legal defense 


nd... 

Pocket knife blade ‘grinders ‘and finishers, 
Hotchkissville, Conn, donation to legal 
defense fund... 

Local 468, cigarmakers ‘union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Gunes labor union, Trenton, N a tax, ‘0, ‘, 


Mineral ‘water workers 12674, tax, nov, $2.75; 
Tuck pointers "10884, tax, “jan, ‘509, $2.50; “a t 


Laabore’s prot Si, tax. eb, ib, Tes a7, He; 
donation to legal defense fund, $5 oo 
Pilots prot asso 12698, tax, jan, ’09, $i. 25; 





$1.25 . 
Central labor ‘union, “Trenton, “N J, dona- 
tion to legal Mefense LONG... csceceececceseecessene 
Local 817, amal society of carpenters and 
joinersof A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 251, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 80, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
1 627, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Amal society of carpenters and joiners of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.............. 
Local 123, typographical union, donation to 
legal dsteuse eee 
Local 94, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 623, typographical ‘union, “donation 
tolegal defense fund.. 
Local 1360, united mine workers of A, “dona- 
tion to legal ee 
Central labor union, W ilmington, ‘Dei, dona- 
tion to legal defense fUN oo... eeseceeseeseen eee 
Local 124, journeymen plumbers, gasfitters, 
steamfitters, steamfitters helpers of US 
and Can, donation to legal defense fund... 
Loca] 186, united asso of journeymen p!umb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, steamfitters 
helpers of US and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund.. 
Local 275, intl asso of ‘machinists, ‘donation 
eS SS aE aa 
Loca] 574, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 8, bricklayers and plasterers union, 
donation to legal defense fund... 
8, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund... 
Local 2, railroad telegraphers, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund.. 
Loca] 97, glass bottle blowers asso of US and 
Can, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local’ 216, iron molders union, donation to 
lega! NNR INO cn ssvgudjesetexsu-<-- ave, ccnnees 
Local 77, natl bro of operative ‘potters, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund ......... 
Local 61, bro of painters, decorators, ‘and 
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6. 





paperha ~ enme of A, donation to legal de- 
BINED GRNIIE canacenscscccocnpesn csssqeentecnencemenpnssteimnnn 

Patternmakers asso, Hartford, Conn, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund...............000--seeseeees 

Local 696, intl asso of machinists, donwtion 
to legal defense fund.............c00.. cecee ceeeeseneree 

Local 106, int] bro of slate workers, donation 
to legal QeGERED GARE 002 00000000000 00200- c008e2 0000008 

Local 61, operative plasterers intl asso of U 
A. and Can, donation to legal defense 

Local 277, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.................-.eeseeeses-+- sense 

Intl union — and cereal mill employes, 
ETE RY hice ARRESTED Ts, IR: 

Wood, wire and metal lathers intl union, 
OI FD iicisrsenanenesincneenenegianinetiighensnienauiigniteaine 

Hard lime, bridge, and curbstone cutters 
12787, tax, jan, ’09, $1.85; d f, ae sup, $1.. 

Federation of trades, Columbia, S$ C, tax s, 
oO, 1, $2.50; sup, a atoms 

Suspendermakers 10342, sup..... 

Loca! 334, operative plastereis i 
nation to legal defense fUnG..............seess0- 

Central labor union, Rome, Ga, | sup... Ledeisnnsdeneee 

Central labor union, Rome, Ga, donation to 
eee 

Local 242, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense TUNd...............00eeee0 

Local 106, journey men barbers union, dona- 
tion to iegal defense fund.. 

Local 169, amal asso of street and eleciric 
railway employes of A, donation to legal 
GI Fa itrenstnevctnspnicnncimnntinndimantimene 

Local 51, bricklayers, masons, and plasterers 
intl union, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 239, ama! wood workers int! union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.............. 

Local 19, bricklayers, masons and plaster- 
ers, donation to iegal defense fund............ 

Local 78, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to lega! defense fand.............c0-.00000 

Local 2, amali asso of iron, steel, and tin 
workers, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 131, journeymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.............. 

Local 113, inti bro of statiovary firemen, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 91, intl bro blacksmiths and helpers, 
donation to legal defense fund.................... 

Local 105, unitea asso Jjourneymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8 and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 411, journey men barbers union, dona- 
tion to iegal T_T LEE 

John Greenway, rec secy local 581, Carbon- 
dale, W Va, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local '304, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters he'pers of U Sand Can, donation 
ee eae 

Local 4, united asso journeymen plumbers, 
gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 
helpers of U Sand Can, donation to legal 
aiiteietttnntientscapintininiovcinaipneiins 

Local 12. painters, decorators, and paper- 
hangers, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 800, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund......................... 

Local 5, stereotypers union, donation to 
legal defense fund..... .. 

Local 1080, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 157, ‘iron molders union, donation to 

SS eee ree 

Local 39, journeymen barbers int! union, 
donation to legal! defense fund......... 

Local 317, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund......... 

Local 1997, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal | ee 
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5. Laborers prot 8079, sup 
Local i015, united bro of carpentersand join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund. 
. —s labor union, enmente N Y, tax, j, f, 


welenal labor "11651, “tax, o,. h, “a. $2.55; d f, 
$2. 


Patiernmakers | league ‘of N ‘A, tax, jan, 09. 
Federal labor 9066, tax, o, n, d, $3 - d 
Excavators prot 12711, tax, acct feb, 09, “$2. 50; 


2.50 
United fra workers 12497, tax, jan, 


$3.50; d tame 
austalanahess 11294, “tax, feb, 169, ‘32; : ad 4 
e. 


Federal labor 9449, ‘tax, feb, 40c; d f, 40c.. 

Federal labor 8203, sup 

Local 36, national bro of operative potters, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 45, national bro of operative potters, 
donation to legal defense fand 

Local 747, intl asso of machinists, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 9), intl asso of machinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 520, intl asso of machinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 679, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund... 

Local 204, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund . 

Local 12, intl molders union of rw “donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 184, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 15lintl molders union, donation 
legal defense fand ..... 

Local 107, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 173, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 1430, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 


6. Local 1466, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund . 
al 56, uni mine workers of ‘A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 200, cigarmakers intl union of ‘A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 89, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to egal defense fund.. 

Local 172, cigarmakers int! union of "A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 76, cigarmakers intl union of A, ,dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Loca! 592 united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to lega! defense fund.. 

Local 557, ‘united oro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1 79, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers Ore A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 913, ‘united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1396, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 562 , ‘united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 510, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 288, ycarpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 122, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 125, broof carpenters and joiners of A, 
donation to legal defense fund.. ne 

Local 163, Journeymen barbers union of. A. 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 140, journeymen barbers int! union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 138, journeymen barbersintl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.,. 

Local $78, journeymen barbers union of 2% 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 367, journeymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to ‘Tegal defense fund 

Local 129, journey men barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 154, united asso journeymen pluimb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 417, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpersof US and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 247, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8 and Can, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 155, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steam fitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 234, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8 and Van, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 1, journeymen plasterers asso, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. .... 

Central labor union, Norw alk, ‘Ohio, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 324, amal asso of street and electric 
railway employes of A, donation to legal 
defense fund. 

Local 31, intl alliance theatrica stage em- 
ployes. donation to legal defense fund 

Local 292, metal polishers, buffers, platers 
and brass workers of N A, donation to le- 
gal defense fund 

Local 161, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship 
builders and helpers, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 716, retail clerks intl prot, donation to 
legal defense fund . 

Local 6. glass bottle blowers asso of U Sand 
Can, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 416, amal asso of street and electric 
railway employes of A, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 295, ama] sheet metal workers intl al- 
liance, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 35, iron molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 806, bro of painters, decorators and 

aperhangers of A, donation to legal de- 
ense fund 

Central labor union, Batavia, NY, donation 
to legal defense fund 

















6. Amal bogecuetnin. ae epesntives of A,donation 
to le 
Lowel, united cloth, hat and cap “makers 
of N A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Martin Best, secy local 1756, Pittston, Pa, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 11, amal glass workers intl asso of A, 
donation to legal defense fund.............. 
Local 192, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund ................. niagnonenbapeenns 
Local 189, amal wood worker 
donation to legal defense fund... 
1 25, printing pressmens union, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund .....................00000 
Local 207,Jjourneymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund............... 
Lad 2, bricklayers union, donation to legal 
ath ie aa rete ni eRe AR 
Local 128, journeymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to iegal defense fund ......... 
Local 56, united bro of leather workers on 
a goods, donation to legal defense 











Local 18, amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen of N A, donation to legal de- 
I intnis. -ensitatinencenvinpnncionan testindinamancen, 

A pane, Seanengeen, D C, donation to legal 
defense fund.......... 

Loca] 450, intl bro 0 “teamsters, ‘donation ‘to 
legal Re a Ra Re RL Tee a 

Local 801, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 

Local 57, typographical union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 141, intl union of steam. engineers, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund... 

Local 268, intl bro of teamsters, “donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 522, bro of painters, ‘decorators and 
paperhangers of A, donation to legal de- 
ee He iavicintcsonnncinsnsitaicientidainiiesindesudtnemmnpnatainiie 

Local 490, journeymen barbers int! union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.......... 

Local 380, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, ey to legal defense fund..... 

Texas local, intl bro of blacksmiths and 
helpers, donation to legal defense fund..... 

Trades and labor assem, Muscatine, lowa, 
tax, n, d, '08, jan, , $2.50; donation to 
legal defense fund, $5. . 

Horse — workers union 9656, tax, feb. 09, 
$2.90; d f, $2.90; donation to legal defense 
fund, $5. ..... 

Central labor ‘union, “Evansville, ‘Ind, “tax 
jan, ’09, to and inci dec, ’09, $10; donation 
to legal defense fund, $10... 

Federation or labor, Kankakee, ‘Ti, “tax, bh 
d, ’08, Jj, 09, $2.50; donation to legal defense 
fund, $2.50 

Washington state federation of end |. 

Suspendermakers union 9560, any. abe 

Federal labor 12754, sup.. 

Central labor council, Astoria, “Ore, sup 

8. Local 474, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of US and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund . : 

Local 16, intl molders| ‘union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 738, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 96, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 

Loca! 1933, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 488, int! asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund............... ....-seseccsereeses 

Local 142, united asso of journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters belpers of U 8 and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund .. 

Local 91, united asso journeymen ‘plumbers, 
asfitters. steamfitters and steamfitters 
elpers of U S and Can, donation to legal 

defense fund......... 

Local 186, journeymen. barbers inti union 
of A, donation to legal defense fund........ 
Local 105, united bro of carpenters and join- 

ers of A, donation to egal defense fund.. 
1 58, Jjourneymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to’ legal defense fund.. 

Patternmakers asso, Boston, “Mass, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defen a 

Local 189, intl molders union, donation to 

tS TR ES ST 








FINANCIAL STATEMENT 


$50 00 
2 00 
10 00 
200 
5 00 
3 00 


2 00 
2 50 
5 00 


2 00 


5 00 
200 
2 00 
1 00 
10 00 
5 00 
10 00 


200 
1 00 
100 
5 00 


7 50 


10 00 





8. Local 827, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 686, "united mine workers of A, dona- 

tion to legal Re 
Local 109, intl asso of car workers, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 
Local ¥, theatrical prot ‘union, “donation to 
legal IN OUI, cccocs wicasinrinin sem = aii 
Trades council, Elgin, Ill, donation to legal 
defense FUN.............cerercereereeeees 
Watch workers, 6961, tax, j, f, 09, $2; d f $2.. 
Trades and ra council Oneonta 
tax, 8, 0, n, d, -— 
Trades one bpereotunel Fond Du 











Central’ oer antes. Winston Salem, N C, 
tax, n, d, 08, j,’ 

Federal labor 12563; ‘tax, jan, ’08 
Ui, PePcccesocsecencseess enscnnccsscnnenoceocsngmseunessoqnoqnebeseese 

Federal labor 11823, tax, jan, ’09, $1; d f, $1... 

Telephone operative 12601, tax, feb, 09, 66c; 








d f, 5c... 

Artesian weil drillers and jevermen "10844, 
tax, feb, ’09, $2; df, 

Laborers prot 10215, tax, J, f, '09, 70c; 70c.. 

at yon labor 8621, tax, i, f, m, 409, bi "6; af, 
1.7. 

American. “society wot f plate engravers 9008, 
tax, feb, ’09, 9uc; 

Ro makers ‘and ie 1231 


45; d f, $2.45 

Federal labor 6697, tax, f, 09, $3. he 

— labor 11436, tax, oO, n, a, $1. 05; ‘a & 

Intl asso of bridge and structural iron work- 
ers, tax, dec, '08, jan, ’09 

United broo of carpenters and joiners of A, 
ta 

Brushmakers intl union, tax, ‘d, ‘as, cs f ‘09. 

Intl bro of tip printers, tax ,jan.’ 

Federal labor 8(60, tax, feb, 09, O78: a f, 
$8.75; donation to legal defense ‘fund _ we 

Trades and labor council, Pique, Ohio, tax, 
o, n, d, 08, j, f, m, $5; donation to legal de-. 
SIE TINIE Ti csestesreninesinsenaiiiananiieaiaiiatineniemiiiinmetes 

Trades and labor assem, Cambridge, Ohio, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Plastermakers prot 12745, tax,j, f “40: 
d f, $1.49; donation to legal defense pad y &5 

Federal labor 8770, tax, j, f $1.50; d f, 
$1.50; donation to legal delaor fund, $10... 

Trades and iabor assem, Minneapolis, Minn, 
tax, o, n, a, 08, Jj, f. m, $5; donation to 
legal defense fund: $25... 

Ohannis Varshag, Denver, Colo, donation 
lO > es ee 

ee ae labor 12408, tax, j,f, ™m, a, m, J, $3; 

a FE inesnsvndvdimnapestteneteeealeneiiienniniais 

Local 458, amal ‘meat cutters and butcher 

workmen, donation to legal defense fund 








$10 00 


2 5 


8 00 


18 00 


80 00 


6 00 
5 00 
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Liniment 





and Pains. 


magic. 


For Rheumatism, 
Sprains, Bruises, Aches 


Sold by Druggists. 


It is one of the best 
external liniments sold 
for man or beast. 

It relieves pain like 
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PATENT PRACTICE EXCLUSIVELY 
SOLICITORS OF U.S. AND FOREIGN PATENTS 


Established 1869 
Washington, D. C. 


Mention The AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST. 


“PATENTS THAT PROTECT” 


Book of Vital Facts for Inventors and Manufacturers—PATENT SENSE—Mailed on Request Without Charge. 





8. Patternmakers leagueof N A, Fort Wayne, 


Ind, donation to legal defense fund 
Streator, Ll], branch granite cutters intl asso 
of A, donation to legal defense fund......... 
Local 377, united mine workers of A, do 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 129, cigarmakers intl union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 57, railroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal defense fund 
E F Davis, treas, local 244, Grand Junction, 
Colo, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 54, intl union of united brewery work- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 957, carpenters and joiners of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 98, intl molders, donation to jegal ‘de- 
fense fund 
al 48, waitresses union, donation to 
legal defense fund . 
Local 1561, united mine workers ‘of ya “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 465, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legai defense fund .. 
186, Amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to lega! defense fund.. 
1 494, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
al , united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund ... 
Patternmakers league of N A, Reading, Pa, 
donation to legal defense fund 
90, metal polishers, buffers, platers, 
and brass workers union of A, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 685, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Kkeepers, stenographers, and account- 
ants 12646, donation tu legal defense fund 
Local 119, printing pressmens union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. oonenene 
Local 245, united asso journey men ‘plumb- 
ers, gasiitters, steamfitters, and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U Sand Can, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 31, bro of ainters, “decorators, “and 
paperhangers 0 A, donation to legal de- 
nse fund 
Central labor union, Du Quoin, Ill, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Central labor union, Toledo, Ohio, donation 
to “by defense fund 
Local | intl asso of machinists, dona- 
tion ~ legal defense fund 
Local 358, intl! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund... 
Local 146, intl molders “union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 270, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 392, typographical wane, donation to 
legal defense fun 
Loca! 107, neal vay ‘anion, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 848, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund.. 
Local 1447, united mine workers. ofA, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
1586, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund 
Local 1409,C J Sperry, ree secy, Apalachi- 
cola, Fla, donation to legal defense fun‘.. 
Local 139, boot and shoe workers, donation 
to legal’ defense fund . 
Intl bro of steam shovel and “dredgemen, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Central labor union, Norwich, Conn, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 10, federation of musicians, donation 
to legal defense fund . _ 


$5 00 
8 00 
5 00 
10 00 
15 00 
10 00 
10 00 
2 00 
5 00 


5 00 
25 00 
2 00 


5 00 
5 00 


8. Local 1(82, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to pon 8 defense 


fund... 

Local 97, ‘Tailroad t 
legal defense fund.. 

we labor 6925, donation to Tegal defense 
und 

Building trades department, Kansas ‘City, 
Mo, donation to legal defense fund 

Locai 358, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 18, united asso journeymen plumbers, 
etc, donation to legal defense fund 

161, united garment workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 81, int! hodcarriers and ‘building ‘la- 
borers union of A, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 1, intl hodcarriers and building. la- 
borersof A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 55, intl hodcarriers and building la- 
borers of A, donation tolega! defense fund.. 

Local 108, intl hodcarriers and building la- 
borers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 155, intl hodearriers and building la- 
borers of A, donation tolegal defense fund.. 

Local 2, theatrical stage employes, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 39, united bro of ‘Teather "workers 
on horse goods, donation to legal defense 


Local] 93, intl bro of electrical workers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 2, int! broom and whisk makers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 7, glass bottle blowers asso of US and 
Can, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 1436, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 50, int] asso of car worke 
to legal defense fund.. Souls tendne 

Hotel and restaurant employes, ‘intl alli- 
ance, etc, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Trades and labor assem, Kewanee, III, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 278, cigarmakers intl of A, donation 
to legal defense tund 

Local 212, cigarmakers intl of A, donation 
to legal ‘defense fund.. 

Local 885, \carpentersand joiners of ye ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 799, united broof carpenters and ‘Join- 
ers of a donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 49, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund........ 

Local 447, intl molders union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 98, united asso. ‘journey men ‘plumb- 
ers, ete, donation to legal defense fund 

— labor 8116, donation to legal defense 
un 

Local 96, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 14, bricklayers and masons intl union, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 83, glass bottle blowers, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 406, Journey men barbers int] union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 169, journey men tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 11, bricklayers and plasterers, dona- 
tion to, legal defense fund.. 

Local 2, journeymen bricklayers, ‘donation 
to le gal defense fund 

Local 21, bricklayers and masons, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 81, intl asso of steams hot water and 
—s e fitters and helpers, donation to 
egal defense fund 


, donation 


$5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
60 00 





FINANCIAL STATEMENT 





8. Local 17, theatrical stage emgeapen, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 3, nati asso of mac hine “printers” and 

color mixers asso, donation to legal de- 


fense fund.. ‘ 

William Short, ‘fin secy local 87, “Moberly, 
Mo, donation ‘10 legal defense fund . 

Locai 265, stove mounters intl union, dona- 





PURE tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 65, operative plasterers ‘jnul ‘asso, do- 


Fl A VQA/NG nation to legal defense fund 


Local 19, united garment workers of A, do- 


pation to legal defense .... . 

Local 20, united garment workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 99, journeymen tailors union, dona- 


F tion to legal defense fund 
BEST BY EVERY TEST Local 111, journeymen tailors union, dona- 


AND if Ss. tion to iegal defense fund.. = 
10 : 2 CENT BO a: Local 14, wood, wire and metal jathers ‘inti 
union, "donation to le gal defense fund 
Local 106, wood, wire and metal lathers intl 
union, donation to legal defense fund...... 
Local 287, general teamsters union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 151, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund 


National Capital Brewing Co, — vests inttamo’or siaciasis, dosti 


Local 51, int! asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fun 

Local 18, intl asso of machinists, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund. 

Local 158, intl asso of machinists, donation 


to legal defense fund . 

Loca] 609, intl asso of mac hinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 29, united bro of leather workers on 
horse "goods, donation to legal defense 


fund 
Local 40, united bro of leather workers on 
horse goods, donation to legal defense 


fund 
Diamond Munich Sencar ss paises rs union, donation to 


(Light) (Dark) Se molders, donation to 0 legal d de- 




















8. Local 7, bricklayers and stonemasons, dona- 

tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 24, stonemasons intl union, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 22, upholsterers intl union of N 
nation to legal defense fund 

Loom fixers asso, Fal! River, Mass, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Labor council, Kern co, Cal, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Trades and labor council, La Crosse, Wis, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 146, bartenders, donation to legal de- 





Local 30, upholsterers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 9, amal glass workers intl asso of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Laborers prot 12713, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 1, brushmakers intl union, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 58, stove mounters intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund . 

Local 81, amal sheet metal workers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund . 

, boot and shoe workers, ‘donation 

to legal "defense fund.. 

Local 25, typographical, “donation to legal 
defense fund 


SOLID CAR. 
LOAD LOTS 








fund BISCUIT , WAFFLES, MUFFINS, 

Intl wood carvers asso of N A, Brooklyn, CAKES, PASTRY, ETC. ONE CAN 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund WILL CONVINCE YOU OF IT'S EXCELLENCE, 

Local 205, retail clerks, donation to legal RELIABILITY AND ECONOMY. TRY IT. 
defense fu nd e 

Local 238, musicians prot asso, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Harold Mulford, Hilburg, Minn, donation 
to legal defense fund ..... 

Oiland gas well workers 12004, donation to 
legal defense fund 

—s P aony tame pm tava oes eae of 

» donation to legal defense fun J MANU 

Trades and labor council, Kingston, . THE SOvIRER HWPAG TORING CO. 

Can, donation to legal defense fund........... (Hal 


only BAKING POWDER 


“GOOD LUCK”’ is the 
sold regularly in 


—- 
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8. Local 442, int! molders of N A, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 496, united asso Journeymen plumb- 
ers, etc, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 134, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, etc, donation to legal defense fund 
, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 137, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 
Loca! 432, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 206, cigarmakers intl uniun of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 381, cigarmakers, int! union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fun 
Local 177, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 1090, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Loca! 2467, united mine workers of A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
Local 2588, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
Local 1664, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 95, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. ................c.0.ccee00 
Local 1648, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 726 united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 1434, carpenters and joiners of 
donation to legal defense fund....... 
Loca! 556, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal “efe. 
Lecal 374, united bro of —> nters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.... 
Local 300, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 486, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 751, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 311, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Intl alliance theatrical stage employes, sup, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Soda and mineral water bottlers and work- 
ers 8514, tax, dec, $3.60; d f, $3.50; sup, $2.75 
Park attendants and janitors 12624, tax, 
dec, '08, jan, '09, $2; d f, $2; sup, $2. .... 
Central labor union, Mareeline, Mo, sup... 
Nat! federation of post office clerks, sup 
le wn aed union, Tarrytown and vicin- 
»N 
central trades and labor: assem, ‘tax, j, = m™, 


Federal labor 9626, tax, feb, $3; d f, $3... 
Te = makers 10638, tax, feb 
Rock mens prot 12712, ‘tax, ‘acet feb, $5; 
Federal! labor 12550, tax, feb, 35e; d f. 

A 1 omen prot 12005, tax, dec, $1. 38: df, 


Federal! labor 10829, tax, feb, $1.25; d f, $1.25.. 
Federal labor 12714, tax, dec, $2.50; d f, $2.50.. 
United neck wearmakers 11016, tax, a, s, 0, 


n, d, ’08, j. $6; d f, $6 .. 
Federal labor 12682, tax, jan, $1.10: d £, $1.10; 


up, $1 
Tobacco seigpers 10422, tax, feb, $3.25; d f, 
; su 
Hat = makers and. helpers 1 12000, tax, 
nov, 60c; d f, 60c; sup, 24c tia . 
Milkers prot 8861, ‘tax, d, 08, ij, 


$10 00 
10 00 
2 00 
25 00 
5 00 
2 00 
2 00 
2 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
25 00 
5 00 
3 00 
25 00 
10 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 


$15; 8 


p, 85c 
Rock ‘drifters and tool awe 12366, tax, 


jan, $2.50; d f, $2.50; 


Horse nail makers 1 
$2.45; donation to legal "defense fund, ‘$5... 
Local 41, united bro of carpenters and *join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 10875, bottle cap, cork and stopper 
workers union, tax, jan, $8.75; d f, $8.75; 
sup $1.50; donation to legal defense fund, 
1 


ppers 9608, tax, dec, an, '09, 
$10; d f, $10; donation to legal defense fund, 


Int! bro of woodsmen and sawmill workers, 
tax, $3.95; donation to legal defense fund, 


$2. 

Central federated union N Y,N Y, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Central labor union, Erie, “Pa, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund..... 

Federated trades eouncil, Sacramento, Cal, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Essex trades council, Newark, N J, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 87, intl bro of electrical workers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

1 363, boot and shoe workers union, do- 

nation to legal defense fund 

Local 34, Amer bro of cement workers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 9, nat! bro of operative poms, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Lynn, Mass, patternmakers asso of N ,™ 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 77, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local $28, ty pographic al ‘union, ‘donation to 
legal defense fun 

Local 7, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Losal 9, amal asso of iron, ‘steel and tin 
workers of U 8, donation to legal defense 
fund 

Local 3, united batters of N A, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 1, bricklayers u nion, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 68, glass bottle blowers asso, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 74, natl bro of operative potters, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.... 

Local 42, cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 245, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 17, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal! defense fund 

Local 750, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 198, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 6%, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 271, intl molders, donation to legal de- 
fense fund . 

Local 569, united mine workers of A, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 407, united mine workers, “donation 
to legal "defense fund 

Loca! 931, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 241, amal sheet metal workers inti 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca! 580, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to lega! defense fund 

Local 62, united bro of ae and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 1094, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 


2 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
10 00 


5 00 


15 00 
20 00 
25 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 0 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
2 00 
1 00 
25 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
2 60 
10 00 














9. Local 818, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund..... 
Local 1641, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Locai 542, "united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund..... 
Local 7, united bro of carpenters and joiners 
of A, donation to legal defense fund......... 
Local 104, railway clerks intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fUNA.,...........-.ccce-eeeees eee 
Local 89, stage hands union, donation to 
legal defense fund. 
Local 449, intl bro of blacksmiths, donation 
to legal GoFemse FAN... .0000cccees- c0see- coseverceees 
Local 593, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation 10 legal deleuse 1und...............-+-ee+ 
Local 42, journeymen barbers intl union of 
ae donation to legal defense fund.............. 
Local 13, journeymen horseshoers union, 
donation to legal defense fund....... ..........- 
Trades and labor council, New Albany, Ind, 
donation to legu! defense fund.. 
Local 597, united textile workers ot ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund...... ..........c.00:000++ 
Local 34, intl alliance theatrical stage em- 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund....... 
Locai 90, intl moiders union of N A, dona- 
tion to lega) detense fund.. 
Local 90, united bro of carpenters and ‘Join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense furd..... 
Local 741, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal GOtONBS TONE ..00000000000 ce0e--0000: ove 
Local 24, uuited bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund..... 
Local 161, united bro of leather workers on 
horse goods, donation to legal defense 
Local 82, operative pisateneen tate union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 9840, gas workers union, ‘donation ‘to 
legal defense ee 
Gordon © Wheeler, Springfield, Mo, dona- 
tion to legal cefe nse fund.. 
Local 109, wood, wire and metal ‘jathers intl 
union, donation to legal defense fund....... 
Local 18, int! alliance of theatrical stage em- 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund....... 
Local 10422, tobacco strippers, donation to 
legal defense fund...................scesssererrercerenees 
Loca! 22, int! bro of bookbinders, donation 
to legal defense fund..... .... 
Local 115, shirt waist and ianndry ‘workers, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 1, natl print cutters asso of A, “dona- 
tion to legal defemse fund............. ..c0e-ceeeeeee 
Local 122, quarry workers intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund........ ................eee+ 
Local 1538, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund..................+. 
Local 128, intl bro of bookbinders, donation 
to legal defense fUNG................ccccceeeeereeeeeeeee 
Local 46, intl bro of bookbinders, donation 
to legal defense fund., 
Local 39, amal glass workers intl asso of ‘A, 
donation to legal defense fund..... ..........-+- 
Local 25, amal asso of iron, steel and tin 
a US, donation to legal defense 
ORE OE Te LL 
Local 44, amal asso of iron, steel and tin 
workers of N A, donation to legal defense 








fund 

Local 45, intl glove workers union of rx do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 180, intl asso of mac hinists, ‘donation 
tol I defense fund ...... 

Local 105, boot and shoe workers union, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 139, musicians prot union, “donation 
to legal ‘defense RRR 

Local 330, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fu nd.. 

Local 1558, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1768, carpenters and joiners, “donation 
to legal IIE ic cvesa sscasnater 

Local 20, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 668, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 978, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 

Loca! 622, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 375, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 

nation to legal defense fun. .............c0se0e00+ 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT 


$20 00 
3 00 
10 00 
25 00 
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5 00 
10 00 
8 00 
2 50 
5 00 
5 00 
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5 00 


10. Local 1431, united bro of carpenters 


9. Local 1913, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 
EEE ceccmssnivccitnrimmnitinrnndewnsnanindeemimendbabanipitemens 

Local 312, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 342, cigarmakers intl union, “donation 
to legal detense 1UNG.........-. ccccceeceesesssseeeees 

Loca] 367, cigarmakers int! union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Loca) 887, cigarmakers intl union of ‘A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund....................... 

Local 319, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund................c0660. sees 

Mr Hymes, Roanoke, Va, donation to legal 
i ieiaictercincnsinirvitinbastiatesentstaeseniven. tines 

Local 708, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.... 

Local 5, stage employes union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 596, united mine workers of ‘A, dona- 
tion to legal EY ae 

Local 181, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 128, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund .. 

Local 178, intl molders. ‘union, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund 

John 8. Hodgson, Boston, 









d 
— of A, donation to legal defense 

Local 536, bro of painters, decorators, and 
paperhangers of A, donation to legal de- 
SE istnnnesaninthapsscentecchammmaianicnmbes, sapeanicniins 

Loca! 865, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.......................000 

Local 55, intl bro of electrical workers, do- 
nation to legal! defense fund..... ........... ...... 

Loca! 89, freight handiers, donation to legal 
defense EEE cco cces 

Local 317, bakery ‘and. “confectionery ‘work- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund............ 

Local 173, musicians mutual asso, donation 
i. of 5 ener 

Trades and labor council, Ogdensburg, N » 
donation to legal defense fund............0...... 

Local 9, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 147, intl union of steam “engineers, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund........................ 

Local 181, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund.................... 

Local 618, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal NS EIEIO 

Joint shoe council 2 of Haverhill, Mass, do- 
nation to legal defense funu....................... 

Loca! 74, united asso Journeymen plumbers, 

asfitters, steamfitters, and steamfittera 
elpers of U 8S and Can, donation to legal 
nds: sincicisibsnscadiivaieadeiinenaaitandiemind 

Local 14, glass bottle blowers asso of U Sand 
Can, donation to legal defense fund........... 

Local 292, intl boilermakers, iron shi build- 
ers and helpers, donation to legal defense 
___,_ RR ra REE AER EEE rte PR 

Local 369, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fa nd..... 

Federation of labor, Sedalia, Mo, donation 
to legal defense fund....... - 6 beeenibaitehmndaitnnen 

Local 748, intl jongshoremen asso, donation 
Ce erence: consesconvescovesesacenses 

Local 233, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 124, intl bro of teamsters, ‘donation to 
legal defense II is shiceen teenctetaes oschtniichianentiatetinciniaitie 

Local 272, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 77, intl union of the united brewery 
workers of A, donation to — defense 
fund ...... 

Local 3898, rtende? “union, “donation “to 
legal defense SINED ecenecnsnens 

Loca! 565, int! asso of machinists, donation 
i. Uy 3 (Raa eeeaae 

Local 1, bricklayers union of Illinois, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 137, Amer federation of ‘musicians, “do- 
naticn to legal defense fund......................+. 

Local 74, int] asso of car were, donation 
to legal defense fund. 

Local 14, amal asso of iron, “steel, “and tin 
workers, donation to legal ‘defense fund.. 
Local 452, amal asso of street and electric 
railway e mgeages of A, donation to legal 
Ge nnknctactncssetncconincinanetittnananetindtiiathann 








$2 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
1 00 
10 00 
10 00 
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10. 


AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


Local 238, cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 118, <a Ia unten, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 32, intl union ‘pavers, Tamme rmen, 
flaglayers, bridge and stone curb setters, 
donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 50, nat! bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund....... 

Local 69, journey men tailors union of A, ‘do- 
nation to legai defense fund. 

Local 85, int! union of the united ‘brewery 
workmen of A, donation to legal defense 
fund 

Local 1299, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. ........ 

Loca! 31, ceramic, mosaic, and encaustic tile 
layers helpers intl union, donation to 
legal defense fund... 

Local 24, upholsterers union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 1635, united bro of carpenters of A, 
donation to legal defense fund. 

Local 188, united garment workers of A, do- 
nation to legai defense fund 

Local 719, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fand . 

Lastmakers or tax, jan, 08, ‘to and incl 
dec, ‘08, 36; d f, $6: Los Angeles assess, 15c; 
Buck Stove and Range co assess, lic . 

United pearl workers 12472, tax, jan, 09, 
$2.70; d f, $2.70 

Stoneware workers 6888, tax, feb, 709, $1.50; 


d f, $4. 
Central ‘labor union, Salem, Mass, tax, 0, n, 
08, J. f, m, 
central trades mt labor, “assem, “Corinth, 
, tax, f, m,a, m, Jj, J, 08 

Baseball makers 10929, tax, d, '08, j, ’09, $1.20; 
df, $1.2 

Riggers — 10298, tax, Jan, $1; d f,$1 

United powder and high explosive workers 
of A, tax, 0, n.d 

Federal labor 8805, tax, feb, ’00, 40c; d f, 40c.. 

Fe om, labor 10279, tax, dec, '08, jan, ’09, 
$1.50; d f, $1.59... 

Tobacco strippers 12439, ‘tax, dec, 70c; d f, 70c 

Intl bro of electrical workers, for anand on 
official documents .... .. 

Tin, steel, iron, and granite. ware workers 
10943, tax, feb, 09, $6.15; d f,$6.15; donation 
to legal defense fand, $10 

Local 633, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 232, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense FUNG, ........... ..ccccoe-sererseereeseeees 

Local 57, natl bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 54, intl molders union of N ‘A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 37, boot and shoe workers. “anion, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 16, team drivers union, donation to 
legal defense fund..... 

Local 284, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund ........ 

Local 412, intl moldere union, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund.......... 

Local 214, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfit- 
ters hel ers,of U 3 and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Trades and labor council, East ‘Liverpool, 
Ohio, donation to legal defense fund...... . 

Local 2, Amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen, donation to lega! defense fund 

Central labor union, Lebanon, N H, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 2, inti bro of tip printers, su 

Paving cutters union of U 8 and Can, sup.. 

Central labor council, Grand Rapids, Mich, 
tax, o, n, d..... 

Local 1, stove mounters and steel rang ge 
workers intl union, donation to legal 
fense fund 

Local 380, American federation of musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 9, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 35, musicians asso, donation to legal 
defense fund... 

A P Kandle, treas, ‘620, ‘Vineland, N J, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense ‘rund. 

The order of railroad telegraphers, donation 
to legal defense fund 


5 00 


5 00 
4 00 
2 00 


5 00 
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10. Joint advisory board cigarmakers 14, 15, 


217, 227, donation to legal defense fund 
EJ Kelley, treas, 15, Minneapolis, Mo, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. . 
Loca! 112, united bro of carpenters and jo n- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund.. 
Local 59, national bro of operative potters, 

donation to legal defense fund 

Local 204, musicians prot union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Central iabor uuion, Biddeford and Suco 
Me, donation tuo legal defense fund 

Navy yard rey aud drafismen 12327, tax, 
jan, ’v9, $7.60; d f, $7.6; donation to legal 
defense fand, $v. 

Local 812, intl asso of mac hinists, Conese 
to legal defense fund ..... . 

Local 5, journeymen plasterers’ ‘prot “and 
benevolent society, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 51, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 57, sawmakers ‘intl union, donation 
to legal de‘ense fund 

Local 1030, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 

— diggers 8662, donation to legal defense 


Leen! 125, int! hodearriers and building la- 
borers, ‘donation to legal defense fund 

Trades and labor council, Niagara Falls, 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 461, intl bro of blacksmiths and heip- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund............ 

Local 343, piano furniture movers and help- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 26, cilgarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 493, intl bro of maintenance of way 
employes, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 1487, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 372, iron molders, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 10,amal asso of iron, steel, and tin 
} a of N A, donation to legal defense 

un 

Trades and labor council, Mt Olive, in, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Jarvis lodge, amal asso of iron, steel, and 
tin workers, Terre Haute, Ind, donation 
to legal defense fund... 

Local 387, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 568, united bro of Sane and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 69, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 134, iron molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 2511, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 233, amal sheet metal workers intl al- 
liance, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 85, hodcarriers and building laborers 
of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 545, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 215, journeymen ‘barbers int! union of 
A, donaiion to legal defense fund 

Local 2, nati print cutters assoof A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 215, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund . 

Local 74, united asso journey men ‘plumbers, 
gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 
helpers ot U Sand Can, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local $1, united asso journeymen plum! bers, 
gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 

elpers of U S and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund.. 

Local 8, intl union of steam engineers, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. one 

Local 9, bricklayers int! union of Mo, ona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 11, bricklayers, masons and plasterers 
intlof’ Sheboygan, Wis, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 1, int! asso of fur workers, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 157, operative plasterers, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

25, journeymen barbers intl, > 
tion to legal defense fund 
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10. 


. Marbie mosaic 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT 


Local 1148, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 121, int! asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Theatrical tailors and dressers 12719, tux 
jan, ’09, $1.50; d f, $1.50; donation to legal 
defense tund, $10... 

Central labor union, ‘North ‘Adams, Mass, 
tax, 0, n, d, $2.50; donation to legal defense 
fund, 

and terrazza workers 12707, 
tax, j, f, 09, $1.00; d f, $1.90; sup, 48c 

Paving cutters union of US and Can, sup... 

Central trades and labor council, Bridge 
N J, tax, n, d, 08, jan, ’v9, =a james 

Federal labor 12681, sup.. 

Assorters and packers B36, ‘sup 

Federal labor 9461, tax, n, ‘a $1; a f, $4; 


50c . 

Intl brick, ‘tile, “and terra cotta workers alli- 
ance, tax, fe b, ’ 

Amal lace curtain operatives of A, tax, d, 


sup, 


08, j, ’U9. 

7, ry labor assem, Shawnee, Okla, 
tax, 

peneantien of labor, Fort Wayne, Ind, tax, 
j,a,8,0,n,d 

Cigar factory 7 strippers 119389, pane 
oct, $4.25; d 4.25 

Machinists helpers and truckmens 
tax, Jan, ’09, 65c; d f, 

Porters 12029, tax, jan, 09, $1.80; d f, $1.80. 

oe labor 12681, tax, "jan, 09, ‘$1. 95; d f, 


$2.95. 
Federal labor 12552, tax, jan, ’09, $2.26; d f, 
+ ‘18, ‘pricklayers ‘union, ‘donation ‘to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 61, shingle weavers union of ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 48, bro of carpenters and joiners, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Loca! 41, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
natien to legal defense fund 
Local 1704, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 60, united bro of leather workers on 
horse goods, donation to legal defense 
fund 
i 382, typographical union, donation to 
egal defense fund 
Local 544, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 128, American federation of musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund 
Trades and labor assem, Newport, Ky, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 474, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 28, cigarmakers intl union of 
tion to legal defense fun, ..............csesceeeseres 
Local 70, intl alliance of theatrical stage em- 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 56, cigarmak intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Carthaget(Mo) journeymen stone cutters 
assoof N A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 150, American federation of musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 137, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 19, H H Peck, secretary, Menominee, 
Wis, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local "2, cigarmakers intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Patternmakers asso, Oshawa, Ont, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 87, intl bro of stationary firemen, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 962, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 246, intl] molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 136, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U 8 and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 1483, carpenters and joiners of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
> pa prot 8249, donation to legal defense 





I pia ransferrers asso of A, donation 
to legal tae SE cetertamns eunsese sounreevesvensete 


$3 00 
2 00 


18 00 
7 50 


4 28 
2 25 


8 00 
5 40 
5 00 


8 50 


{ 
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Local 183, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Federal labor 12102, tax, jan, ’09, $9; d f, $9; 
donation to legal defense fund, $5 

Federal! lavor 7241, tax, feb, ’U¥, 70c; d f, 70c; 
donation to legal defense fund, $i.. 

Loca! 75, int! moiders union, donation to ‘le- 
gal defense fund 

Trades council, Royersford and Spring City, 
Pa, donation to legal defense fund 

Central iabor union, Terre Haute, Ind, do- 
nation to legaldefense fund 

Trades and labor council, Wallace, Idaho, 
donation to legal defense fund 

United labor council, Butler, Pa, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 124, intl asso of machinists, “donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 51, American federation of musieians, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 1325, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 
fund 

Local 1689, carpenters and joiners of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 775, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal SS eee ee 

Local 5, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 50, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 215, ees anton, donation to 
legal defense fund........ 

Local 86, typographical union, “donation ‘to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 4, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 144, cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 479, united textile workers of. A, , dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense nee. iaiainianipidiecins 

Loca] 427, iat! molders of N A, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Loca! 735, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund ; 

James Hall, treas, local 4 jomerville, 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 24, nat! bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 56, theatrical prot union, donation to 
legal defense | Rae 

Trades and labor council, Hancock, Mich, 
donation to legal defense fund. 

Local 114, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund, 

john labor 7087, donation to legal defense 
und... 

Local 12, coopers {ntl union of N ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 6,amal glass workers ‘intl asso ¢ 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 424, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 99, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 275, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund. 

Local 182. cigarmakers inti union of ‘A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 486, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 1095, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 1820, united mine workers of mw “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 2301, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 546, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund... 

Local 615, intl asso of machinists, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 85, united asso of Jjourneymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 88, united asso of journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of US and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund... 

Local 1868, united bro of carpenters. ‘and 
——- of A, donation to legal defense 


tant 2, bricklayers int! union of Minnesota, 
donation to legal def fun 
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18. 


Local 146, united asso of journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation to 
a ee 

Local 4, bricklayers and masons union of 
Oklahoma, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 236, carpenters and joiners of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 1612, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund..................-ceeeeenes 

Local 1641, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense tund...... ..................... 

Local 2025, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund............................ 

Local 119, Journeymen horseshoers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund....................s.ss00 

Local 3389, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. pocamuien 

Local 412, cigarmakers ‘inti union “of ‘A, do- 
nation to legal defense tund..................... 0. 

Sugarmakers 10519, tax, j, f, 70c; a f, 70¢e 
H M Moses, secy local 259, Sedalia, Mo, do- 
a to legal defense fund.. 

David K Grant888, Salem, Mass, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 77, printing pressmens and ‘assistants 
union, onation to lega! defense fund....... 

Dallas trades assem, Dallas, sense, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 39, stereotypers union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 33, int! union of united brewery work- 
men of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

P Gresser, fin secy local 95, Spokane, Wash, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 608, folders union, donation to legal 
TTT tiiiintiasdiienitnienimenenatanineeniiniincnttieinass 

Pilots prot asso 12693, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 577, int! bro of electrical workers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund. 

Local 71, quarry workers intl union, “dona- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local &, int! bro of foundry employ 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 5, mosaic and encaustic tilelayers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 124, united garment workers of | A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund......... 

Local 475, journeymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund,...............cccccceeeees 

Local 219, American federation of musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund......... 

Paper carriers prot benev asso 5783, tax, J 
_ § [it eee 

Laborers prot 12608, tax, Jan, ’09, Tbe: “d f, 75c 

— caners 10535, tax, mar, 09, 2 50; d f, 








1. 

Badge and lodge paraphernalia makers 9136, 
tax, jan, ’09, 56c; d f, 55c 

Horse nail makers Pp and b 6170, tax, jan, ’09, 





Pipe eaulicers and sinaonniane 11465, tax, feb, 
$5; d 
— ane union, Bellows" Falls, Vi, "tax, 


central labor union, Kansas Cit, 





Central labor union, Thompsonville, Conn, 
tax, o, n.d 


Central trades — labor assem, Water- 
aS A OR 
—— and lebet ateoen, Fargo, N Dak, tax, 


. 3 
Federal labor 8620, tax, feb, ’09, #5c; d f, 65c.. 
Federal labor 9435, tax, feb, 09, $1.25; d f, 
$1.25; donation to legal defense fund, = 
Federal! labor 10824, tax, dec, 40c; d f, 40c....... 
= labor 11200, tax, o, n, d, $1.05; d f, 
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$2 00 
5 00 
5 00 
1 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 60 
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1 00 
10 00 
5 00 
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5 00 
5 00 
5.00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 


6 00 
1 60 


5 00 
2 90 
8 00 
110 
ll 00 
m4 
1 20 
10 00 
2 50 
2 50 
2 50 
2 50 


2 50 
1 30 


4 60 


210 
210 
5 20 
3 00 


2 90 
2 00 


18, Federal labor 12644, tax, d, "08,4, f, 09, nese 
d f, $1.05 .. . 











Federal labor "12680, “fax, "0, n, , 708, §, ‘09, 
$1.40; d f, $1.40 .. ita ‘ 

Amal asso of street and electric Tailway ém- 
OOO SE Big Be cccecoccssensscnenniececscacsccesoveses 


— plate tranferrers asso of A, tax, j, f, m, 

Intl typographical union, tax, jan, ’09......... 

Bro of painters, decorators and sitinlannaatiedl 
ers of A, tax, ‘jan, 09... : 

Central labor union, Sherman, ‘Te xas, ‘tax, 
a, 8, 0, n, d, $4.20; donation to legal defense 
fund 5 BREE IE i a 

Gas workers 10678, tax, feb, ’0¥, $7; d f, $7; 
donation to le gal defense ‘fund, ee 

Granite polishers, quarrymen ana laborers 
10306, 1ax, feb, $).15; f, $1.15; donation 
to legal defense fund, Goenanee-eneeseene 

Central Jabor union, Pittston, Pa, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Loca] 4, int] broof stationary fire men, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund..... ... 

Local 16, Journey men barbers intl ‘union, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 10, brushmakers intl union, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Firemens asso 12270, donation to. legal ‘de- 
SUIT TN hiciniacicn, actin ishihiimanatictianieiintdiatualinatonaterene 

Local 17, united cloth hat and cap makers 
of N A, donation to legal defense fund..... 

Local 134, shirt waistand laundry workers 
intl union, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 69, united brewery workmen of A, 
donation to legal defense fund.. ‘ 

Local 299, int! bro of blacksmiths and help- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund........... 

Central labor union, Chattanooga, Tenn, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Central labor council, Franklin, Pa, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Central labor union, Bellows Falls, Vt, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Trades and labor council, ‘Walla ‘Walla, 
Wash, donation to legal defense fund. 

Local 70, nat! bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal! defense fund.......... 

Local 12, nat! bro of operativ e potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund...................c.c000 

Local 682, retail clerks union, donation to 
legal defense fund.............. 

Local 16, of Indiana bricklayers and masons 
= union of A, donation to legal defense 

ee 

Local 11,of Kansas bricklayers and masons 
intl union of A, donation to legal defense 
fund.. 

Local 877, “united asso. journey men “plumb- 
ers, gasfitters. steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of US and Can, donation to 
legal Gefense TANM..............00..ceseesceesessesesseseces 

Loca] 382, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund....... 

Patternmakers asso, Detroit, Mich,  dona- 
tion to legal defense fund...... 

Patternmakers asso, Seattle, Wash, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 118, journeymen tailors union of -. 
donation to legal defense fund............. ...... 

Loca! 229, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 8, journeymen tailors union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 611, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund................. ...... 

Local 1026, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.................0005. seeee 

Local 2615, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to lega) defense fund...................... see 

Local 6, int! bro of teamsters, donation to 
EEE 

Local 120, retail clerks int] prot asso, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund 

John T Higgins, cor rep local 40, Youngs- 
ad Ohio, donation to legal defense 

Local 79, intl bro of bookbinders, donation 
to legal >. ae 

Local 7, printing yp — lh union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. : 

Cut nail workers 7029, tax, j, f, , 09, $3: 4 t, 
$3; sup, aans f donation 10 ‘egal defense 

fund, ae pecousenesses sdwesecseaseeed 
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18. Local 627, intl asso of machinists, donation 


Local 94, quarry workers, donation to legal 
- ‘fand.. to legal defense fund 


defense fund 

Local 96, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 86, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense tund.. 

Intl asso of machinists, Hartford 
nation to legal defense fund... 

Local 187, inti asso of machinis 
to legal defense fund 

Loca! 237, int! asso of machin 
to legal defense fund... 

Local 094, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund... 

Local $42, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 136, ty pogra phical ‘union, “donation to 
legal defense fund .... .. 

Local 82, typographical union, “donation to 
legal detense fund.. 

Loca! 437, typographical union, “donation to 
legal defense fund 

—_— 128, typographical union, donation to 

al defense tun 

Loan 211, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 10, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 95, ty pographical_ ‘union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 637, ty pographical ‘union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.... 

Local 108, united bro of leather workers on 
— goods, donation to legal defense 


fun 

Local nae, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 4, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fun 

Local 736, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 698, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 

Local 1189, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 


fund 

Local 592, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 322, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 572, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 911, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to iegal defense fund... 

Local 585, united bro of car onters and ‘Join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 16, carpenters and Joiners of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund eee 

Local 1168, united bro of carpentersand join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Loca! 1745, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

San Francisco (Cal) bro of teamsters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.............. 

Local 293, united bro of car, enters and. join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 1709, carpenters and joiners of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 15, int! molders union of N A. “Aona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 14, intl molders union, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund 

Local 270, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local8, intl molders union of N A, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 68, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 118, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 146, bro of railway clerks, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 290, united bro Hye p< oo and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 232; amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund.... 

Local 5, natl bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 52, wood, wire, and meta! lathers intl 
union, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 7, of Iowa bricklayers union, donat 
to legal defense fund 

Local 476, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fund...............++ apeibesenenen eubeneete 


5 00 


50 00 
2 00 
5 00 


2 50 


Local 294, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 100, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 14, stereotypers. “and electroty /pers 
union, donation to jegal defense fun 

Local 36, intl stereoty pers and electroty pers 
union, donation to iegal defense fund 

Local 414, cigarmakers int! union ot A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 56, cigarmakers int] uni. n of A, dona- 
tion to legai defense fund.. 

Local 4, cigarmakers intl union of A. “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 191, intl molde rs union of N ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

. intl molders union of N i, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

‘Local 314, int! moiders union of N ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 283, int! molders union, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 116, intl bro of ‘teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 125, freight handlers. ‘and Tailroad 
clerks intl union, donation to legal de- 
fense fund.. 

Local 1, intl asso of ‘bridge and structural 
© workers, donation to maaguee defense 
un 

Local 5, nati print “Cutters asso of ‘A, ’ dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 94, coopers intl union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

‘al 9, longshore lumbermen prot asso, 
donation to legal] defense fund 

Loca! 12, intl glove workers union of A, do- 
nation to legal detense fund 

Local 78, int! bro of electrical workers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 46, nat! bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 307, journeymen tailors union of a 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 54, giass bottle blowersasso of U Sand 
Can, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local "62, cigarmakers int] union, donation 
to legal defense fund 

R 8 Greer, Beaumont, Tex, W H Pope, $1; 
Jake Giles, $1; Ben’ T Pipkin, a: CW 
Houth, $2; © A Lord, 50c; B F’ Quiekeol, 
$1; WAC Jowart, 50c; L B Hightown. $1 

Local 167, united asso journeymen piumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and sitexm- 
fitters helpers of US and Can, donatiu:, to 
legal defense fund 

Local 54, united asso Journeymen plumbers, 
gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 
helpers of US and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund......... 

Mule spinners asso, Holyoke, Mass, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Mule spinners asso, Cohoes, N Y, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Mule spinners asso, Baltic, Conn, donation 
to legal defense fand 

Local 461, cigarmakers inti union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 35, cigarmakers intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 102, cigarmakers int] union of A, “do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

cal 123. cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 61, cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Loca! 119, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 616, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 1158, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 107, carpenters and joiners of A, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund 

Loca! 199, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fun : 

Local 511, intl broof boile rs, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 201, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund... 


2 00 
5 00 
5 00 


2 80 


50 00 
5 00 
5 00 


5 00 


8 00 
1 00 
9 80 
5 00 


8 00 


1 00 


5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 CO 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 


5 00 


2 00 
2 00 
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Local 29, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 135, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 377, amal sheet metal workers inti 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 147, intl alliance theatrical stage em- 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 33, intl alliance theatrical stage e 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 123, intl alliance theatrical stage em- 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 448, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 2, united mine workers of. ‘A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 

Local 2741, united mine workers of. A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 177, intl asso of machinists, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 26, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 588, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 158, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund .. 

Local oal7, intl asso of machinists, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 133, journeymen horseshoers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 1491, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 122, *journeymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 174, intl bro of bookbinders, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Philip Wagaman. McSherrystown, Pa, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 89, journeymen tailors union of A, do- 
nation to legai defense fund 

Local 262, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Federal labor 38620, Wm. 


Louder, secy 


| i pp Ill, donation to legal defense 


rlacral labor 12709, tax, dec, '08, jan, 
$).40; d f, $5.40; sup, $2... 

Suspendermakers 9560, tax, jan, ’09, $5; df, 
9; 8 $16 

Federa’ labor 8217, tax, feb, ’09, $3.50; d f, $3.50; 
sup, 

Centra! irades and jabor ‘assem, “Belmont 
co, Bellaire, Ohio, tax, 0, n, d, ’08,j, f,m, 
b. $5; donation to legal defense fund, $5; 


Central labor “2 Canton, Ohio, sup 
Sail and tentmakers 12757, su 
Federal labor 11816, sup 
Bosees messengers 10167, 
l 
Meret workers 12484, tax, jan, ’09, $1.35; 
f, $1 


Pari department laborers 12435, tax, dec, 
50c; df 
Lamp A sna 12604, ‘tax, jan, 709, ‘i: a ft. ‘$i. 
Railroad helpers and laborers union 12598, 
tax, feb, ’09, $1; d f, $1 
Marble ae workers 8809, tax, j, f, m, ’09, 
$3.90; d f, $3.90 
Bridge tenders 12333, tax, feb, ’09, $3; d f, 
a prot 12098, tax, feb, ’09, $1. 25; A L 
1.25 ; 
Glass house packers 12588, tax, feb, $l. “50; 
, $1.50... 
Locomotive hostiers and ‘helpers 11894, ‘tax, 
jan, ’09, $2.75: d f, $2.75 
Federal labor 8152, tax, jan, 09, $2.75: d f, $2.75 
os. trimmers 11594, tax, jan, ’09, $1.70; d f, 


70 
Stenographers 12380, tax, feb, ’09, 4%: d f, 40c 
United trades and labor "council, Pittsburg, 
Kansas, tax, 0, n, d, ’08, j, f, m, ’09 
Lake co trades and labor council, Paines- 
ville, Ohio, tax, j, a, 8, 0, n, d 
— labor union, Hazelton, Pa, 


bo on 
S 38s 


oun w 
a 
So 


SS Ss 


15. Trades and labor sonata. ,, Chaetanten, 8 C, 


tax, a, 8, 0, n, d, "08, 
Trades and’ labor ttn “Yeliowston CO, 
Billings, Mont, tax, o, n, d, (8, j, f, m, U9 
Oe. workers 844, tax, 3,f, $2. 60; 


Local 192, bro of painters, decorators and 
paperhap ersof A, donation to legal de- 
fense fun 

New York trans co employes prot 11824, tax, 
feb, 09, ¥0c; d f, 90c; donation to legal de- 
fense fund, $5 .. 

Music engravers 11809, ‘tax, jan, “709, $1. (65; d f 
$1 65; donation to legal défense tund, $5 
Trades assem, Ennis, Texas, tax, a, 8, 0, n, 
d, ‘08, j, ’09, '$5; donation to legal defense 

fund, $1 

Trades and labor assem, Springfield, Ohio, 
tax, jan,’09, to and inel dec, ’0¥, $10; —— 
tion to legal defense fund, $10... 

Federal labor 11449, tax, o, n, da, "$3.90; a f 
$3.90; donation to legal defense fund, #10... 

— labor union, Cairo, 111, tax, m, 

a, 8, 0, $5; donation to legal deleueand'é $5 

Locat 1130, retail clerks union, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 149, int] bro of electrical workers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 162, journeymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 21, intl shingle weavers union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund... 

Patternmakers asso, Washington, D CG, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 6, photo-engravers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 32, amal asso of iron, steel and tin 
workers, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 302,A merican federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 102, united brewery workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund... 

Local 470, American federation of musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund..... . 

Local 4, boot and shoe workers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 100, railroad telegra phers, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 76, intl union shipwrights, “joiners and 
caulkers of A, donation to legal defense 


Weavers progressive asso. Fall River, Mass, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 278, intl bro of blacksmiths, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 120, glass bottle blowers asso, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 227, intl bro of teamste 
legal defense fund 

Loca intl steamfitters and helpers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 26, national bro of operative potters, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 57, bricklayers intl union of ‘Ohio, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Elmer Amsbough, treas, local 735, Mans- 
field, Ohio. donation to legal defense fund 

T W McCoullough, Omaha, Neb, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 704, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 480, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 24, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Loca! 67, Bingham miners union, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 216, American federation of “musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 112, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 173, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

Local 30, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 305, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Locd@l 193, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Loca! 115, united bro of leather workers on 
—- goods, donation to legal defense 











>. 








Local 16), typographical union, donation to 
legal defetse LUG... 22. ceeeeeeeeseneee eneeeeeee ’ 
Local §15, united bro of one por and join- 


ers of A, duonativn to legal defense fund.... 
Local 292," united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.... 
Local 1218, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 1605, bro of carpenters and joiners of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 
Amal wood workers inti union of A, tax, 
Qy Wy Fh .cccce--s0rercccee sccvescveccoseees orceces seccoeccoceseosecs 
Granite cutters intl asso, Hurricane Isle, 
Me, donation to legal defense fund............ 
Railroad heipers and laborers 12487, tax, 
jan, ’09, $1; d f, $1; sup, buc...... 

Local 947, united bro of carpenters ‘and ‘join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 712, "united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense tund.. 
Local 988, ‘carpenters and sutnem, donation 

to legal defense fund.. 
Local 209, intl molders ‘union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. ...........-. 
Local 465, intl molders unio 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 82, bartenders, ‘donation to legal ‘de- 
I inniicieiien<insriticemdscneeentapniiinassmnale 
Local 765, bartenders, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 
Local 695, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal GOBIOO BOB oeccecc.ccsesececcrop ec tcnscscencne 
Local 560, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal I TI ois: cncsnsiceserenscqtquinntonininns 
Local 424, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund .. 
Trades and labor assem, ‘Bloomington, ‘Ti, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Trades council, Jackson, Mich, donation to 
legal defense 7 lence! 
Local 308, cigarmakers intl, donation to ‘legal 
defense fund..... 
Local 219, cigarmakers intl, donation to legal 
Ee 
Journeymen stone cutters asso of N A, Su- 
perior, Wis, donation to legal defense fund 
Local $8,coopers intl union of N A, donation 
to legal I I cencaretieritisseescncinmieeninnsee 
Local 195. united garment workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 544, retail clerks natl prot asso, dona- 
tion to legal defense faund...................:ceceesee 
Thos Bevers, secretary, Hamilton, Ont, do- 
nation to legal defense fund . 
Local 111, Ne ey ot eng union of N A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund............ 
Local 140, intl molders union, donation to 
ee ES ISS 
Water pipe cau! kers 10830, donation to legal 
in -cnenn -ninsarnmcantebdigaininbbilesiiisomunt 
— labor 9644, donation to legal defense 
fun 
Central labor council, Manitowoc, Wis, do- 
nation to legal defense fund........................ 
Trades and labor assem, Breese, Il), dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
Central trades and labor council, “Bridge- 
ton, N J, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 188, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 63, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 1361, united bro of carpentersand join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.... 
Local 682, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 153, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ere of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 162, united bro of carpenters and jJoin- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 871, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 188, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund . 
Local 13°, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund . 
Local 250, cigarmakers intl union of ‘A, -do- 
nation to legal defense fund................. 
Local 184, cigarmakers intl union of A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 457, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund . 
Local 148, intl bro of boilermakers, ‘iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
EE RL 





$10 00 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
60 00 
5 00 
2 50 
10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
1 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
10 00 
10 00 
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2 00 
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5 00 
2 00 
1 00 
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2 00 
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10 00 
10 00 
40 00 
10 00 
2 00 
5 00 
5 00 
20 00 
10 00 
5 00 
15 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 


5 00 





FINANCIAL STATEMENT 


15. Local 1858, united mine workers of A, dona- 


. Federal labor 9644, tax, feb, 09; 35¢: a f 8 


tion to legal defense fund. ...... 

Local 1121, united mine workers ‘or rs ‘dona- 
tion to legal deiense fund. 

Local 586, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 1025, united mine workers of A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 845, united mine workers of ‘A, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 

Local 371, intl molders union, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

118, stove plate molders union, donation 
to legal defense fund 

1 50, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 195, intl molders union of N ‘A,  dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Loeal 49, ty ys union, “donation. ‘to 
legal I sceneadenaten waguinoinan 

Local 202, typographical! union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 544, mule spinners ‘asso, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 502, carpet weavers ‘union, donation 
to legal defense fund........... scccccreseess.c. scvees 

Local 264, int] bro of boilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
tO eee 

Locai 247, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and hel pers of A, donation to 
ee T_T 

Printing pressmen and assistants union, 
Waco, Tex, donation to legal defense funda.. 

TK Boomer, treas, loca! 780, Everett, Mass, 
donation to legal’ defense fund. asin 

Local 97, journey men tailors union of. A. ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund...........: 

Local 107, inti alliance theatrical stage em- 
ployes, donation to legal defense fund....... 

Barre (Vt) branch granite cutters intl asso 
of A, donation to jegal defense fund... 

Local 591, intl bro of electrical workers, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local |, amai asso of iron, steel, “and. ‘tin 
workers of US, donation to legal defense 
NING c0actncesveunressonsceve csoges eeogoenss consconensbsoceceecsoes 

Local 458, journeymen barbers int! union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund. 

Local 80, intl asso of steam and hot. water 
fitters and helpers, donation to legal de- 
nn PES LEN LEI 

Local 2, journeymen horseshoers union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund....................0... 

Local 100, American bro of cement workers, 
donation to legal defense fund.................... 

Local 67, intl union of steam engineers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund........................ 

Local 86, stereotypers »nd_ electrotypers 
union, donation to legal defense fund....... 

Local 22, amal asso of street and electrical 
railway employes of A, donation to legal 
LE L ELS ALE LDP I 

Local 63, united garment workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund........................ 

Local 100, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund, 

Local 208, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitiers, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U Sand Cap, donation to 
legal defense fund...... 

Local 14, shingle weavers ‘union, 
to legal defense fund... 

Local 673, bro of painters, decorators, and 
fe op gaa of A, donation to legal de- 

nse fund, ... 

Local 289, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund......... 

Local 456, intl assoof musiciafis, donation to 
TLE LAER I 

Local 755, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund...... 

Local 240, coopers intl union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Federal labor 12756, sup ........... 

Stenographers and typists asso "12756, ‘sup.. 

Federal labor 12750, tax, feb, 09, $1; d f, 81; 








“donation 






Ms dicatei tienen tineconepiiitalinnnasten 
Laborers prot 10295, sup 
Federal labor 11366, sup.. 


R F Erfurth, Fort Smith, “Ark, ‘sup 





Machinists helpers 9713, tax, j, $9; 
; donation to legal defense fande $10; 


a 


395 


$10 00 
10 00 
10 00 
10 00 
25 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
1 00 
25 00 
10 00 
1 00 
5 00 


8 00 
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5 00 
15 00 
25 00 
4 50 
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5 00 
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5 00 
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10 00 
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10 00 
2 00 
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5 00 
10 00 


10 00 
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16. Trades and labor ae, Lima, Ohio, tax, 


apr, ’08, to and incl mar, ’09 

Spring and pocket knife ‘makers 123(8, tax, 
jan, ’09, 70c; d f, 70c 

Hat and cap leather —- band cutters 
11307, tax, feb, 09, 75c; d f. 

Elevator ¢ conductors 11959, oo jan, ’09, $5; 
af,$ Lice 

Locomotive ‘cleaners and wipers 12762, tax, 
feb, '09, $1.35; d f, $1.3. 

Machinists helpers ings, tax, feb, ’09, $1.50; 

f, $1. 

Local 188, brewery workers, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 58, intl union of united brewery work- 
men of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 211, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 111, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 143, intl molders uni 
tion to ‘legal defense fund 

Local 120, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation tolegal defense fund............. 

Local 2, intl bro of book binders, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund... 

Local i¢. theatrical stag’ em oyes, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund cemiiinan 

Central federated union, New Yor 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 227, amai meat cutters and butcher 
workmen of N A, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Loca! 20, boot and shoe workers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 269,amal asso of street and electric 
railway em 
defense fun 

Local 386, united assoof journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8 and Can, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 23, amal asso of iron, steel, and tin 
workers, donation to legal "defense fund.. 

Local 62, glass bottle blowers asso of U ~ 
and Can, donation to legal defense fund... 

Loca] 137, railroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 200, typographical “anion, “donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 1, bricklayers int] union, Ala, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 9, cigarmakers int] union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fand 

Local 1125, united bro of carpenters and 
— om of A, donation to legal defense 
un 

Local 8, bakery and confectionery workers, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 526, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 110, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to _ defense fund.. 

Central labcr union, Shebo ean, Wis, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 61, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation tolegal defense fund 

A friend, Columbus, Ohio, donation to legal 


Local 1291, united bro of carpenters and 
—- of A, donation to legal defense 
un 

Local 523, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 198, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 98, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fun 

Local 54, intl bro boilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fun 

Local 158, plumbers, steam and gas fitters, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 364, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of US and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 73, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 62,amal meat cutters and butcher- 
men workmen of N A, donation to legal 
defense fund... 


$10 00 
1 40 
1 50 
10 00 
270 
3 00 
10 00 
20 00 
5 00 


5 00 
8 00 
5 00 
5 00 


AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


16. Local 109. cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 


nation to legal defense fund 
1 98, stereotypers union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 90, int! bro of electrical workers, $3; A 
W Tuttle, 50c; K W Dyer, Sc; F J Horan, 
Hc; H J oy ierney, 25c; Wm Cannon, 20¢; 
John Marlowe, 2oc; donation to legal de- 
fense fund 
Local 13, stove mounters intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Journeymen stonecutters asso of N A, “Bed- 
ford, Ind, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 4? amal asso of iron, steei, and tin 
Spas of US, donation to legal defense 
fun 
Local 95, coopers intl union of N A, “dona- 
tion to "Tega defense fund................... 
Local 4, amal asso of iron, steel, and tin 
workers of N A, donation "to legal defense 
D 
Local 215, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 
al 55, bro of railway clerks, donation to 
legal defense fund.. cumin 
Local 44, stereoty pers and electrotyper 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 579, loomfixers union, sup. 
Excavators prot sme 12711, tax acct fe 
$4; d f, $4; sup 
“Local 95, gee Seitie blowers asso of US 
310, Can. donation to legal defense fund, 
Fritz Otte, secy and treas local 4195, se, 





17. Federal labor 12758, sup 


Bricklayers 10982, tax, a, 8, 0, n, d, 08, J, 
09, $2.40; d f, $2.4 40. 





Trades and labor assem, New Piiiaaelpiia 
Ohio, tax, j, a, 8, 0, n, a, > m, ’0v 

Free federaiion of *workingiaseh of Porto 
Rico, tax, m, j,j,a 

Federal labor 8786, tax, on 09, $1. 75; a f, ‘$1.75 

Federal labor 1223, tax, jan, 9, $5; d f, , $5 

Federal labor 8818, tax, feb, ’09, "60; a f, 60c.. 

Laborers prot 11817, tax, feb, 09, $1: df, $1.. 

Federal labor 12671, tax, n, d, 08, j, 09, 
$8.25; d f, $8.25... 

Federal labor 9993, tax, ‘feb, 709, “e: ‘af, A... 

Bottlers prot 8434, tax, % i a,8, 0, n, d, 08, 3 f, 
709, $13.20; d f, $13.20 

Well drivers 13528, tax, ‘jan, 709, $1. 20, ‘af,$i. 20 

etree and florists 10615, tax, vod n.d 


.-—— prot a, fas, m, j,j, a, 8, 0, n, d, 
08, j, f, U9, $3.50; d "50 
Domestic laborers 1166 tax, dec, ’08, jan, 09, 


90c; d f, 90¢ 
Federal ‘labor 11624, tax, n, d, $14 T, 
ae donation to — "‘Ghaae Gand’ 


Federal labor ‘11345, ‘tax, ‘0, 2, a, $15; df, ‘$15; 
donation to legal defense fund, $10 

Hairspinners prot 12353, tax, jan, "C9, $1.85 
ie sup, 50c; donation to legal defense 
un 


09, $3.25; di f, $3.25; sup, 2 
Tobiceo strippers 12600, tax, on 709, 60c; d f, 


60c; 

Federal Peer 9182, tax, j, f, m, ’09, $1.50; d f, 
$1.50; sup, $1. 

Waste handlers 8964, tax, o, n, $1.50; d f, 
$1.50; sup, 25c 

P Oclerks 8, su 

Federation of abor, ‘Springfield, ‘Til, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 

Central labor council, Anaconda, “Mont, “do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Central trades and labor council, Cape Gir- 
ee, Mo, donation to legal efense 

Dn 


Local 837, Jjourneymef tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Ceramic, mosaic, and encaustic tile layers 
and helpers vs eresaes es | to — 
defense fund............. ...cc00 wesntweded 


aon oO 
Ssessae 


Dm roe Seo 
sf sees 


ne 
oo 








7. 
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4. 


Local 22, journeymen tailors union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 842, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 594, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal OT ee 

Local 189, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 63, typographical union, donation to 
ge defense fund 

Local 6, intl moiders union, donation to 
legal defense fund ..... elias snheneatammenacisemeauiate 
Local 288, intl molders union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 207, amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 317, amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 30, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 24, stereotypers and electrotypers 
union, donation to legal defense fund........ 

Local 4, lithographers union, donation to 
DORE SCID BI nev cov cinniwnesnstenensssicnsnsnte sees 

Local 268, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund.... 

Local 100, retail clerks union, donation to 
legal defense fund . 

Bro railway clerks, Wilmington, N CG, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund...............0....c0:0000 

Local 251, cigar packers, cigarmakers intl 
union of A, donation to legal defense fund 

Eastern division American wire weavers 
prot asso, Holyoke, Mass, donation to 
Sg TY ee ee 

Local 20, railroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal defens+ fund.. 

Local 2, bakery and “confectionery ‘union, 
donation to legal defense fund..................+ 

Local 1864, united mine wotkers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 801, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 19, amal asso of street and electric rail- 
way employes of A, donation to legal de- 
on EE EERIE ee 

Local 79, printing pressmens union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund...............cccecceeeee 

Local 282, boot and shoe workers union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund...................00+- 

Local 3, intl brick, tile, and terra cotta 
workers alliance, donation to legal de- 
ER EE 

W DCrull, treas, local 1887, Genesea, Ill, do 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 8, bridge and structural iron workers, 
donation to legal defense fund...... ............ 

wocal 86, amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen of N A, donation to legal de- 
ee gh, RR i 

Local 1, amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen of N A, donation to legal de- 
ne, STR TREE 

Local 3, coopers intl un 
to legal defense fund 

Local 32, coopers union, donation to legal 
defense | ee ee a 

Central labor union, Concord, N H, dona- 
tion to legal a RTI onan saeninss cecnenscoen 

Local 380, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense Ere 

Local 114, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 774, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 
Local 647, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to le al defense fund 
Local 33, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 418, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund... 
.ocal 436, intl molders’ union, ; donation to 
legal defense fund . 
cal 388, intl molders union of N ‘A, ‘dona- 
tion to legal defense fund................-ssse-000++ 
ocal 239, intl] molders union, donation to 
legal defense fUDG...............scseceeese-suessssee 
cal 290, cigarmakers intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 
ocal 45, cigarmakers union, ‘donation to 
ee, rr eae 
ocal 23, cigarmakers intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
ocal 686, united bro of carpentersand. Join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund... 





5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
20 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
2 00 
10 00 
10 00 
10 00 
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5 00 
10 00 
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5 00 
10 00 
10 00 
10 00 
10 00 


10 00 
10 00 
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5 00 
1 00 


8 00 


25 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
1 00 
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10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
2 00 
5 00 
1 00 
2 00 
1 50 
5 00 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT 


17. Local 27, boot and shoe workers union, 


18. 





donation to legal defense fund................... 
al 660, intl bro of electrical workers, 
donation to legal defense fund................... 

Local % intl bro of electrical workers, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 306, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 59, typographical union, donation to 
egal defense fand. 

Loca! 145, journeymen ‘tailors. ‘union of yy 
donation to legal defense fund........... ...... 

Local 79, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund.................. 

Local 141, journeymen barbers int] union of 
A, donaiion to legal defense fund.. 

Local 574, journeymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 23, journeymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund............... 

Local 16, amal asso of iron, steel and tin 
a of U8, donation to legal defense 
TELE LENT ELS IPE EE IROL 

Local 4, intl bro of woodsmen and sawmill 
workers, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 68, intl asso of marble workers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund..................... 

Loca! 143, united garment workers of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund ..... .................. 

Local 19, intl union of elevator conductors, 
donation to legal defense fund.................. 

Local 710, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund. 

G F Young, Roscoe, Pa, ‘donation to jegal 
a Tiacerctentetate. paeicciniinennciaecgeesan 

Patternmakers asso of Providence, R I, do- 
nation to legal defense fund....................... 

Local 142, intl union of united brewery 
a of A, donation to legal defense 

un 

Local 11, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund....................000000 

Local 337, American federation of musi- 
cians, donation to legal defense fund........ 

Lecal 220, western federation of miners 
union, donation to legal defense fund........ 

Local 97, quarry workers intl union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Loca! 206, united asso ofjou rneymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers, of U 8 and Can, donation to 
legal defense fun 4................ccece..000100-s20eseeeees 

Local 256, vampers union, donation to legal 
CE A LNT LIEBE SR 88 

Local 2459, A D Lanider, secy, Tomsburg, 
W Va, donation to legal defense fund...... 

Pipe caulkers and tappers 7348, tax, o, n, d, 
$1.50; d f. $4.50 

Operative plasterers int] asso of U Sand Can, 
tax, jan, ’ 

United mine workers of A, tax, jan, 09... 

Federal labor 12706, tax, jan, 09, 50c; d f, 50c 

Federal labor 8228, tax, feb, ’09, S5e; af, S5c... 

Comb and novelty rubber workers 12074, 
Swe Ff | fear 

Cloth and — workers 10184, tax, jan, *09, 
ee fT Ferre eee 

Trades and Se assem, Massillon, Ohio, 
tax, july, 08, to and incl june, ’09 

Trades and labor council, St Cloud, Minn, 
tax, 0, n, d, 08, J, f, ™. 09, $5; donation to 
legal defense fand, 

Trades and labor Aer Winona, Minn, 
tax, 8. 0, a, d, ’08, j, f, 09, $5; donation to 
legal defense fand, $10. 

Local 218, ty pographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 108, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 186, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 810, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 178, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 176, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 310, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund . 

Local 14, journeymen ‘tailors. ‘union, dona- 
tion to ‘Tegal defense fund. 

Local 138, Jjourneymen tailors “union, “dona- 
tion to legal eS 

Local 49, Jjourneymen tailors union of A, do- 

nation to legal defense fund 
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8 00 
10 00 
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ployes of U_ 8S and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund 
Local 84, int! alliance of theatrical stage em- 
loyes of U 8S and Can, donation to legal 
efense fund 
A F Whitney, Cleveland, Ohio, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 10, photo engravers union, donation 
to legal defense fund 
al 720, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Loeal 52, intl bro of electrical workers, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
—- labor 8339, donation to legal defense 





5; 75, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of "A, donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 22, intl asso of machinists, donation 

to legal defense fund 
al , amal meat cutters and butcher 
yespanee of N A, donation to legal defense 


Local 13, printing pressmens union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 1, inti p and b asso of the lithograph- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund . 

Local 477, amal asso of street and electric 
railway’ employes of A, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 196, retail clerks asso, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 73, glass bottle blowersasso of US 
and Can, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 125," united asso Journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U Sand Can, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 89, intl asso of steam and hot water 
fitters ‘and helpers, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Journeymen barbers inti union, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 26, bakery and confectionery workers 
_— union of A, donation to legal defense 


Leoni 23, American federation of musicians, 

donation to legal defense fund 
al 23, upholsterers intl union of N A, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 376, bro of painters, decorators and 
paperhangers of A, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 

Local 26, steam laundry workers union, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Federated trades council, Madison, 
donation to legal defense fund 

Local 42, intl alliance theatrical stage em- 
ployes of US and Can, donation to legal 
defense fund 

Local 59, stereotypers and ele otypers 
union, donation to legal defenset . 

Local 250, intl molders union, dona 
legal defense fund 

cal 458, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation 
to lega! defense fund.. 

Local 824, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters, and steam- 
fitters helpers of U 8S and Can, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 1248, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 774, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 87, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund .. 

Local 206, typographical ‘union, “donation to 
no defense fund .... 

106, coopers intl union of N- ‘A, “dona- 
= to legal defense fund 

Local 38, coopers intl union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 445, int! bro of blacksmiths, donation 
to legal defense fund... 

Local 18, intl bro of blacksmiths, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 314, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legul defense fund 

Local 624, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense fund .. 

Loca! 81, intl asso of bridge “and structural 
iron workers, donation to legal defense 
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18. Local 20, intl alliance of theatrical stage em- 18. Local 582, united bro of carpenters and 


joiners ofA, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 720, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners, ‘donation to legal defense fund 
Local 1228, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 141, cigarmaxers int! union of A, dona- 
tion to ‘legal defense fund 
Local 71, intlasso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund. 
Local 490, journeymen barbers nti union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund... 
Sailors union of the Pacitic, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 222, journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Small wire enamelers union 126.9, donation 
to legal defense fund : 
Martin Judge, rec secy local 500, Olean, N Y, 
donation to legal defense fund... 
Central labor union, LaFayette, Ind, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fun 
Local 2, bricklayers intl union, ‘Wis, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 34, intl photo-engravers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense tund.. 
Loca! 70, int! union of flour and cereal mill 
employes, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 329, brewery workmens intl union of 
A, donation to legal detense fund 
Amal glassworkers intl asso of A, donation 
to legal defense fund... 
St Louis, Mo, granite workers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 122, boot and shoe workers union, 
donation to legal defense fund 
al 203,amal meat cuttersund butcher 
workmen of N A, donation to legal defense 
un 
Loca! 106, journeymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
1188, textile workers union, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 49, marble cutters helpers, New York, 
NY, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 31, upholsterers intl union of N A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 74, Journeymen tailors union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Portland, Me, branch of granite cutters intl 
asso of ‘A, donation tolegal defense fund.. 
1 273 journeymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 32, journeymen barbers union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 691, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 60, printing pressmen union, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 1, theatrical prot union, donation to 
legal defense fun 
Local 589, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 280, typographical union, Senamen § to 
legal defense fund ..... ... 
United garment workers union, sup.. 
Federal labor 12576, sup... 
Attest co well drillers and. levermens union 
44 
Railroad helpers and laborers 12503, tax, 
feb, ’09, $1.40; d f, $1.40; sup, 74c 


. Federal iabor "12759, sup 


Railroad emp department, A F of L, sup.. 

Ed cd workers intl prot asso of A, sup... 
keepers, stenographers, and account- 
= 12646, tax, jan, "09, $1.90; d f, $1.90; 


25c.. 
cae and excavators|2438, ‘tax, dec, ‘$7. ‘00; 

f, $7.65. 
os and gas well “workers. 12010, ‘tax, °, ‘h, a, 


j..’09 

woacrat labor 11478, tax, feb, 09, $2; d f, $2 

x we labor 12692, tax, feb, 00, ‘$3.10. df, 

10 , 

Moccasin and moccasin slip pe workers 
12283, tax, feb, ’09, 85c; d f, 

8 ring and ‘ket knife makers 12229, tax, 
an, ’09, $3.25; d 

Trades council, Murphysboro, Ill, tax, jan, 
109, to and incl dec, 709, $10; donation to 
legal defense fund, $5. 
























. Gas workers 12369, tax, f, m, v9, $3.20; d f, 


Central labor union, Waterville, Me, tax, s, 


centraiiabor union, ‘New Britain, ;Conn, tax, 
n, d, ’08, j, f, m, ’09, $5; donation to legal 
Gelsase fund, $5... 

Local $19, intl asso of machinists, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 241, ama! asso “of street and ‘electric 
railway employes of A, donation to legal 
RE SEES 

Local 65, intl asso of machinisis, donation 
to legal defense fund..................cccccrerseeeeeee 

Local 21, bricklayers and masons intl union 
- ap of Iowa, donation to legal defense 
un 

Local 4i7, “cigarmakers: intl union of "A, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

Local 1223, carpenters and joiners o 
nation to legal defense fund..................000+ 

Local 47, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 596, typographical union, donation ‘to 
legal defense fund.. 

856, bartenders, “donation to Tegal “de- 
RNAI ores a \cactiarn “olasenhsbcapietatocnmiess 

Local 466, inti molders union, donation to 
legal NII cilities oxitiscpovgnepssdeceuisiases 

Local 117, inti union of slate workers, dona- 
tion to iegal SE 

Local 29, anal asso of iron, steel, and tin 
workers, donation t» legal defense fund.... 

Trades and labor assem, Belleville, Lil, do- 
nation to legal defense fund ....................... 

Local 1721, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 

Local 548, millwrights union, donation to 
legal delense fund . 

Rockmen and excavators 12438, ‘donation to 
Se _ EEN 

Local 120, cigarmakers int! union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund........................ 

Local 186, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund........................ 

Local 38, upholsterers union, donation to 
OE Sa ae 

Local 121, journeymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to legal deiense fund. 

Local 78, giass bottle blowers asso of US and 
Can, donation to legal defense fund........... 

Local "1183, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund.. 

al 590, carpenters and joiners, dovation 
Se III rnc ccentisasentsntnasesupeesnansen 

Local 1226, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 

Local 64, Journeymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund......................ccceeeee 

Local 214, journeymen tailors union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 40, journeymen tailors “union, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. .......................00 

Local 128, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, gasfitters, steamfitters and steamfit- 
ters helpers of U 8 and Can, donation to 
ON ESS LE 

Local 12, raiiroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal defense fund.. ... 

Local 276, boot and shoe workers union, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense fund .. 

Local ll, bakery and confectionery. workers 
—_ union of A, donation to legal defense 








Local 2256, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal SEIS, 

1 8, amal asso of iron, steel “and tin 
workers of US, donation to legal defense 

cia. sqtbalebiimcnsteteiah 
Local 56. journeymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund.............. 
Loce 1 27, glass bottle blowers asso of U S and 
Can, donation to legal defense fund ........ 

1'192, coopers intl union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 

1 25, intl bro of boilermakers iron ‘ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation to 
SEE 

Local 10, retail clerks int! prot asso of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund .. 
Local 76, glass bottle blowers assoof U Sand 
Can, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 17, intl union shipwrights, joiners. ‘and 
caulkers of A, donation to legal defense 
Rae? bicioassaseivcnatnbstcbunetenicenbibdens 


10 00 
10 00 


10 00 
3 00 


5 00 
2 00 
2 00 
10 00 
5 00 
10 00 
250 
15 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
10 00 
200 
3 00 
5 00 
2 00 
10 00 


10 00 
5 00 
5 00 
2 00 
5 00 


10 00 
5 00 
2 00 


5 00 
5 00 


5 00 
1 00 
10 00 
2 00 


5 00 
8 00 
5 00 


5 00 
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19. 








Local 201, amal asso of street and electric 
railway employes of U 8S aud Can, dona- 
tion to legai defense fan ...... .........0..00-0000 

Loval 8, bricklayers and masons intl union 
of Maine, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 182, womens int! union label league, 
donation to legal defense fund..............:.++ 

Pole raisers and electrical assistants 12491, 
tax, feb, '09, $1.75; d 1, $1.75. ...............0ce0eeeeees 

Gas workers 12740, tax, feb, ’v9, $1.55; d f, $1.35 

Stenographers, typewriters, book keepers, 
and assistants 11697, tax, jan, ’U9, $1.75; d f, 
TIE Ui cchindccnctnsignotnsiiventieaiuimanistdinins. stabemnmenatimient 

Sus ory! workers 11251, tax, d, ’08, j, f, 
BE TL Thy Ci iatccasccccteanese <erncignesbeininimanicepenns 

Heading workers 12658, tax, feb, ’09, 750; d f, 

Tbe... 





Federal labor 12058, tax, 8, 0, n, d, '08, j, f,’09, 
$5.90; d f, $5.90; Buck Stove and Range co 
assess, le 

Emmett asso of rock drillers and tool sharp- 
eners 11803, tax, jan, ’0¥, $17.59; d f, $17.50... 

Federal labor 12689, tax, feb, 09, $2.95; da f, 


$2.95.. 
City employes 1 "12326, ‘tax, “jan, 9, $8.06; af, 


Amal leather workers union of A, iax, D, 
Shirt waist lend tow ndry workers intl u ee ; 

A Oe eoantnteieemnnncinesesennisitives sitbapinetns stnen 
American federation of musicians, tax, feb, 


Central trades and labor ‘assem, Syracuse, 
, tax, 8,0, D... 
Trades and lator assem, “Sioux City, Iowa, 
BIER, Th, Gi BD acess . cnreveccnevness 
Federal Tabor 10651, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 


i cthinnp Sevtien<iaxh conanneveiaiincinedpnaniintaitbasetiashibingent 
Federal labor 12550, donation to legal de- 
fense fund . 
Local 87, united bro of carpenters and join- 
ers, donation to legal defense fund. ........... 
Local 891, carpenters union, donation to 
| EE an 
Local 1, glass bottle blowers asso of U 8 and 
Can, donation to legal defense fund......... 
Local 72, glass bottle blowers asso of U Sand 
Can, donation to legal defense fund........... 
Local 9, railroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal defense fund .... .. 
Local 80, intl bro electrical ‘workers, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund......................00-. 
Local 29, int! bro of bookbinders, donation 
i OE Re RE 
Local 1889, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund................. ++ 
Local 11, intl union shipwright joiners 
—— of A, donation to legal defense 


— 78, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund. 
Local 277, brussel carpet weavers union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Loca! 679, intl asso of machinists, ‘donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 9, natl asso of machinists, printers, 
and color mixers of U S, donation to legal 
defense fund ... ...... 
Local 2, ama! sheet metal workers intl al- 
liance, donation to legal defense fun4...... 
Local 81, natl bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund......... .......cese00e 
Locai 99, intl bartenders league, donation to 
legal defense fund . 
Local 28, united cloth hat and cap makers 
of N A, donation to legal defense fund...... 
New York state branch of amal meat cut- 
ters and butcher workmen of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Loca! 25, nat! alliance of theatrical "stage 
employes, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 30, amal asso ofiron and steel work- 
ers of U 8, donation to legal defense fund 
116, tobacco workers intl union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund .. 
30, switchmens union of N A “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 
Local 25, bricklayers and masons intl ‘union 
of Pa, donation to legal defense fund ...... 
al 853, journeymen barbers intl union of 
A, donation to egal defense fund ............. 


$5 00 
2 00 
3 00 
8 50 
270 
8 50 
2 40 
1 50 
1g 00 


11 90 
35 00 
5 90 
6 10 
19 25 
51 50 
200 00 
2 50 
2 80 
5 00 
240 
2 00 
25 00 
1 00 
15 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
5 00 
15 00 


10 00 
2 00 
1 00 
10 00 


10 00 
5 00 
15 00 
5 00 
8 00 


15 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
25 00 
8 00 
8 00 
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80. Local 81, cigarmakers sees eatenet A. dona- 


tion to legal defense fun 
ince 7 intl —- of weed beapunrensen 
Local 78, intl anton shipwr , joiners, 
am of A, donation to ~~ defense 


naan 238, ‘inti asso of ‘machinists, Censtion 
tol I defense fund... 
Loca! Byeyn 4 workmens. {ntl “union, 
donation to leg fun 
17, carpenters and joiners, donation 
1. i defense fund... 
1 $28, united bro of carpenters ‘and join- 
= of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 1260, united bro cf carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 


TS SRR Sees 

Local 360, united bro of carpenters ‘and join- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 424, "anited bro of carpenters and join- 
ers of él donation to legai defense fund.. 

Local 1408, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 100, carpenters and joiners, donation 
to legal defense tund.. 

Local 935, united bro of carpenters ‘and join- 
ers of A, donation to legai defense fund 

Local 159, intl bro - blacksmiths, donation 
mM 1 | defense fund 

1 123, intl bro ~ blacksmiths, donation 
to — defense fund 

Loca] 5, int! bro of blacksmiths, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 445, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 

1 492, “ee intl union of A, do- 
nation to a! defense fund.. 

Local 62, brewery workmens intl union, ‘do- 
nation to legal defense d 

Local 46, intl union of united brewery work- 
men of A, donation to! | defense fund.. 

Local 175, journeymen barbers int! union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 380, Yaya barbers intl union of 
A, ooneeee to ~ = defense fund 

Local | 2491, pole raisers and electrical assist- 
ants union, donation to legal defense fund 

Local 4, chainmakers nat! union, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Curbstone cutters eee ———— layers 9186, 
donation te | | defense fund . 

Local 150, intl bro of emer ‘iron 
shipbuiiders and helpers of A, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 181, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 25, Journeymen tailors prot union, do- 
nation to legal defense fun 

Local 466, united mine workers of yo  dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 

Local 356, Pernt ae plasterers. inti ‘asso, ‘do- 
nation to al defense fund 

Local 133, te oi workers, donation to le 
gal defense fund. 

Local 180, bakery and confectionery work- 
ers int! union of A, donation to aon de- 
fense fund.. . 

Local 380, metal “polishers, ‘buffers and 
platers, donation to legal defense fund... 

Patternmakers asso, Portsmouth, N H, do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 689, inti asso of machinists, donation 
to! | defense fund 

Local 41, pat! bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to ean! defense fund... 

Albany, N ranite cutters inti asso of A. 
donation e egal defense fund....... 

Fall River, Mase, slasher tenders asso, “do- 
nation to legal defense fund.. 

Federal jabor 12739, tax, dec, 0c; d f, 5c; 
sup $3.50 

Intl asso of bridge and structural iron work- 








Ruspendermaiere 0 9560, su 

Federation of labor, agian, Mich, tax, s, 
O, 1, $2.50; sup 50c.. 

. Trades and labor council, ‘Muskegon, Mich, 
tax, 8, 0, n, d, "08, j, f... 

Gas worke rs 9840, “Sa. 709, $16.25; 4 f, $16.25... 

Gas workers 11688, ta. x, Jan, '09, $1; a f, $1 

er yx i amends workers 12674, tax, dec, $2.75 


a f, 82 
Nail’ mill employes "yea7, tax, ‘feb, ‘108, ms 
a f, $1.50. : 





$2 00 
5 00 


5 00 
8 00 
5 00 
25 00 
5 00 


250 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
10 00 
2 00 
2 00 
5 00 
5 00 
5 00 
9 90 
10 00 
2 00 
5 00 


10 00 
10 00 
5 00 
25 00 
5 00 
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23. ogerai } labor 7112, as. nov, $1.80; d 


f, $1.30 

labor 8769, tax, jan, ‘ud, $1.15; d f, i 16 

Federal | labor 11164, tax, 0, n, d, '08, j, f, 09, 
$2.75; a f, $2.75 

Federal her U7, tax, dec, "68, jan, *09, $i; 


a f, $1. 
Federal labor "10128, ‘tax, j,f, we, "$2.60; af, 


$2.50... 
Federal labor 10829, “tax, feb, ’09, $5; f, d, $6... 
at labor 12522, tax, feb, 409, $l 60; ag 


$1.60 

Federal labor 12700, ‘tax, jan, 08, | ‘400; 

Buttonmakers 7181 tax, J, f, ei ae at 
$1.60; donation to legal ‘adhenee fund, $. 

Central tradesand labor couucil, Rochester, 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund 

Trades and labor assem, Aiton, Ill, dona- 
tion to | 

Trades and labor assem, Tyler, Tex, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Industrial council, Kansas City, ‘Mo, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 

Trades and labor council, “Poughkeepsie, 
N Y, donation to legai defense fund 

Central labor union, Akron, Ubiv, donation 
to legal defense tund 

Local 468, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Loca! 199, ty pographical ‘union, “donation to 
legal defense fund 

Loval 121, ty pographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 351, amal sheet metal workers int! 
alliance, donation to legal defense fund . 

Local 131, amal sheet metal workers intl 
ailiance, donation to legal defense fund.... 

Local 102, amal sheet metal workers intl 
alliance, donation te legal defense fund.. 

Local 162, united asso journeymen plumb- 
ers, fitters, steamfitters, and steamfit- 
| aM, elpers A . 8 and Can, donation to 











Local 45, un tems isuioa men plumbers, 
fitters, steamfitters, and steamfitters 
helpers ot a Sand Can, donation to legal 


Local 1063. Co and armen. donation 
Ba defense fund... 
Local 285, united bro of ca 
— of A, donation a 





enters and 
egal defense 


Local 29, intl union of united brewery work- 
men of US, donation to legal defense fund 
lan 252, intl asso of mach nists, donation 
al defense fund 
22, inti bro of book binders, donation 
to ot defense fund 
Local 208, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 1, ama! glass workers inti alliance of 
A. donation to legal defense fun 
6, bridge and structural iron workers, 
/ tt. to legal defense fund 
Local 85, wood, wire and meta! lathers inti 
union, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 1551, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 
Local 399, journeymen tailors union of A. 
donation to legal defense fund...... 
Locallll, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 
Local 8, printing pressmens union, “dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Patternmakers league of N A, Portland, 
Ore, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local t and shoe workers union, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 
Loca! 130, int! bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund... 
Local 146, journeymen. ‘barbers intl union 
of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local ‘Ba, intl alliance of theatrical stage em- 
betes ‘of U 8 and Can, donation to legal 
efense fund 
Local 85, coopers intl ‘union of N ‘A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 245, cigarmakers intl union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 829, cigarmakers union, donation to 
legal defense fund... 
Loca! 148, intl bro ofboilermakers, iron ship- 
builders and helpers of A, donation 
legal defense fun 
federation of ‘jabor, ‘Alban NY, 
donation to legal defense fund 





Ssssssssesg 8% 888 88 88 8 SF SB 
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Local 187, intl bro of boilermakers, iron 
sbipbuliders and and Rane of A, donation 
to legal defense 
Federal labor nye. Secale to legal de- 
fense fund... 
Cp eee 12451, “donation to legal defense 


Local 304, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 

Local 182, intl molders” union of N a dona- 
tion to legal defense fun 

Local 365, united mine workers “ofA, “dona- 
tion to legal d fund 











666, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund - 
Local 1978, united mine workers of 
tion to legal defense fund... 
Local 132, journeymen tailors unio 
tion to} 1 defense fund 
| 159, journeymen tailors uni 
donation ‘to legal defense fund... 
Loca] 101, journeymen tailors uni 
tion to’ egal defense fund 
Local 81, coopers intl union of N A, 4d 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 58, coopers intl union of N A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund... 
Loca! 161, journeymen barbers intl union ‘of 
A, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 117, Journeymen barbers int! union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund... 
1 469, journey men barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 12, bricklayers intl union of ‘Texas, 
donation to legal defense fund 
| 1281, unived bro of carpenters and 
| of A, donation to legal defense 





_—_ spinners, of Adams, Mass, donation 
al defense fund.. 
y typographical ‘union, ‘donation | to 
legal defense fund 
, Carpenters intl union of A, dona- 
tion to ‘Tega: defense fund 

Local 506, intl asso of aereeenan. donation 
to-legal defense fund.. 

Local 89, glass bottle blowers asso of US 
and Can, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 83, united garment workers of A, do- 

nation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 4, intl shingle weavers union of A, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

ia 241, intl bro of blacksmiths, ‘donation 

I defense fund 

Lan 14, intl union of steam engineers, 
donation to legal defense fund.. 

Local 66, natl bro of ouesve potters, ‘do- 
nation to legal d 

Local 48, American Siecle of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fun 

las 15, journeymen horseshoers, donation 

I defense fund.. 
Local , united asso of J ourneymen ‘plumb- 
re, gael asfitters, steamfitters, and steam fit- 
ton elpers of U 8S and Can, donation to 
legal defense fund . 

Local 481, ama! asso “of street and electric 
railway employes of A, donation to legal 
defense fun 

Local 81, intl ‘union “shipwrights, ‘joiners, 
and caulkers of A, Comaes to legal de- 
fense fund... 

Locals 28 and 2, ‘roofers prot “union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fun 

Intl molders union, Richmond, Va, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

1 455, cigarmakers int! union of A, do- 
nation to lega! defense fund... 

Natl assoof machine oo and color mix- 
ers, tax, o, n, a, 08, j, f, m, 

Worcester, Mass, branch granite cutters inti 
asso of A, donation to leea! defense fund... 

Federated trades and labor council, Fresno, 
Cal, tax, July to and inci dec.. ne 

Switchmens union of N A, t 


Jan, ’09. 
Interior fre ight handlers and 
mens union of A, tax, 0, n, d.. 
Amal asso { iron, steel, and tin workers, 
tax, o, n, 4 : aon sie , $120; donation to 
defense fu 00". 


Federal labor 170, tax, o, n, d, "08, j, 00, $83 
a f, $8; sup, 50c 








28. Federal labor 12760, sup 
Local 1 


81, united asso vourmeymmen plumb- 
ers, tters, So and steamfit- 
ters pers of U 8 and ‘Can, literature, 
$1.12; donation to legal defense fund, $5... 

5075 on prot 12718, tax, feb, ’00, $3.75; da L 


P, $10 
ae labor 11958, tax, n, d, $2; d f, $2; 


$2.50; sup, 5vc. 
Labor’ council, Kern co, Cal, sup. 
Switchmens union of N A, iiternture. 


Federated trades councti, Readin P 


4 . $3.75. 
Domestic prot 12702, t n, 09, Pr 
A eord fo. workers imi, tax jan, 09, 


Local 190, American f federation of musicians, 
donation to legal d fund. 
United trades and labor council, Dayton, 
Ohio, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 258, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 304, ama! sheet metal workers inti al- 
liance, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 684, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 20, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund... 
2, ama! asso iron, § steel and tin work- 
ers, donation to legal def 
Local 4, united garment workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 257, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund... 
Loca] 860, carpenters and ‘Joiners, ‘donation 
to legal defense fun 
Local 1188, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund.. 
Local 48, boot and shoe workers. ‘union, ‘ado 
nation to legal defense fund 
Local 58, railroad telegraph operative, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
Local 230, t, oy me union, “donation to 
legal defense nd .. 
Local 187, intl —~ Sen anion, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund... 
Local 106, printing pressmen. and assistants 
union, donation to legal defense fund... 
Local 442, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund .. 
Local 326, amal meat cutters and butcher 
workmen, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 425, united bro of cospantess and join- 
ers of A, donation to lega! defense fund 
Local 221, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 7, coopers intl union of N A, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local 146, cigarmakers int] union of A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund... 
Local 462, cigarmakers int! union of ~~ ‘do- 
nation io | 1 defense fund.. 
Local 24, intl union shipwrights, ‘jeiners, 
and caulkers of A,conation to legal defense 








united bro of carpenters and join- 

ers of A, donation to legal defense fund 
Intl union of the united brewery workmen, 
zd ss f, m, $600; donation to legal defense 


Federal labor 11044, tax, 5, ‘O, $1. 70; a t 

Trades council, Olympia, Wash sup 

Federal labor 13761, sup. 

Federal labor 8170, su 

Granite cutters intl, Hardwick. be 
donation to legal defense fund... oe 

Cemetery Ky epe 10634, tax, n, 10; 
d f, $18.10; Los Angeles assess. $2.75; Buck 
Stove and Range co assess, $2.75. 

Intl bro of electrical workers, tax. ‘0, 

Intl alliance bill posters and billers of 
tax, J J, f, fm 

assem, Fort Edward 
Sewer d 8662, tax, feb, *09 a ate 
Horse or 8t, ax. eb, 0, 8 6 








$2 
hone operators I 12402, tax, jan, '08, 950; 
, 95e; literature, 
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BROMO-~ 
SELTZE 


CURES 
HEADACHES 
“L1O cents~= 





2%. Trades council, Appleton, Wis, tax, july,'07, 


to and incl june, 
intral trades and mee council, Reno, Nev, 
tax f, m, a, m, j, j, "00. 
Bookkeepers, sten raphers, and “account- 
ants 1 tax, feb, '09, by f, $1.95 
House movers 12685, tax, feb, '08, $1; a f, $1.. 
oye labor 11990, tax, "a, 08, J, 709 » 80c; af, 


Federal labor 7479, tax, ‘feb, 500; $2.50; 4 £92 50; 
donation to legal defense fund, $2... 
amal asso of street and electric 
railway | — ance of A, donation to a 
defense fun 


typograp 
legal defense fund 
Local 461, ty — u 
legal defense 
89, typographical union, donati 
legal defense fund.... 


Local 51, nati bro of operative iters, ;dona- 
tion to legal root opers nd.. bo 
Local 85, railroad telegraphers, donation to 
legal dehenee fund 
Loca! 98, industrial workers of the world, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Journeymen stone cutters asso of N 
Cleveland, Ohio, branch, donation to legal 
defense fund.. 
Local 43, retail clerks. ‘union, “donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 1245, united bro of carpenters and 
— of A, donation to legal defense 
» 
Local 18, amal asso of iron, steel, and tin 
} = nn of U 8, donation to legul defense 
Local 77, railway ‘conductors, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Local 61, butchers union, donation to legal 
defense fund.. 
1 17, cigarmakers" ‘union, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 371, boot and shoe workers union, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Trades and labor council, Montrea 
donation to legal defense fund.. 
1361, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 78, natl bro of operative potters, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
17, cigarmakers intl union of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 
— At ee asso ¥ — — electric 
employes 0} onatio 1 
defense fun . . — 
Local 362, int! molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund... 
Trades and labor assem, Helena, Mont, do- 
a. to legal defense fund 
1 446, ry and shoe workers union, 
“i to legal defense fund........ 
Loca! 127, united powder and high ex} losive 
workers of A, Qonation to legal defense 


rr rr Se eee ttt) | Perreenrrirr rs ee eecees see eeeces 


$10 
5 00 


8 90 
2 00 


1 #0 
7 00 


24. Local 156, cigarmakers union, donation 


legal defense fund... 
Local 71, journeymen tailors ‘union 
nation to | defense fund 
Local 288, journeymen tailors u 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 88, marble cutters and finishers 
union, donation to legal defense fand.. 
Local 65, stereoty pers and electroty pers, 
nation to legai defense fund......... .... 
Loca] 519, intl bro of teamsters, 
defense fund 
Local 124, glass bottle blowers ‘asso of US 
and Can, donation to legal defense fund... 
, journeymen barbers union, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund. 
N Y wood carvers and molders asso, dona- 
tion to legal def fun 
Local 181, railway conductors, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 
Milford (N H) branch of. ‘granite “cutters 
union, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 17, brieklayers and masons, Mass, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
1 168, varnishers and polishers, dona- 
= to legal defense fund 
Local 327, bro of painters, decorators, and 
paperhangers of A, donation to legal de- 





Local 1 1s, inti bro of blacksmiths, donation 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 73, bakery and confectionery ‘workers 
=e union of A, donation to legal defense 


lass bottle blowers asso, donation 
vito legs defense fund 
bricklayers and masons of Wasb- 
so 4 D C, donation to legal defense fand 
Met asso double drum hoister runners }!275 
tax, jan, '09, $4; d f, $1; sup, $2... 
Locomotive cleaners and wipers 12762, sup 
United garment workers of A, locals No 109, 
$5; No 10, $5; LL Al, $19) No 23, rag No 21, $3; 
No . 55, $3; Ne L © 178, $3; 
o 4, $5: ‘No, $1; 135: No 28, $3: 
No Tho 36 No 85, $3 Pes: Nose, 
No 62, $3; Not 64, $10; No 127, $25: 
No 7 $10; No 125, $25; donation to legal 
defense fund 
Hoteland comegeant employes intlalliance, 


etc, tax, jan, ’09 
Intl union of slate workers, tax. feb, ’09... 
ad enw | Socaaes of labor, Urbana, ili, 


soft Seer Dottiers and diers 8034, tax, 0, p, 
f, 09, $3.75; a f, $3.76; sup, 50c 
Tisaee and labor assem, Canton, Ill, waa, 
rc: 07, to and incl dec, 08. . 
and labor assem, Pekin, iii, ‘tax, t 


m, J, J, "09 
Federal tax, feb, 00, $1.15; 4 £, $1.15 


Well workers L tax, a, 6, 0, n, d, 
Pa; be box workers 12581, tax, feb, ’09, 60c; 


Tobseoo strip rs 12046, tax, dec, '08, jan, '09, 
City firemens prot asso 11481, tax, feb, '09, 
$17.50; d f, $17 
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RUBBERSET 
.. Shaving Brusbes 


OU’RE never bothered pick- 
ing loose bristles out of your 
brush or off your face if you 

use a Rubberset Shaving Brush. 
Bristles are set in Hard Rubber 
which holds them intact under all 
conditions. Fully guaranteed. 25c to $6. 
Atall dealers, or write for booklet. 
The Rubberset Company 
48 Ferry St. Newark, N. J. 





BERSET 
Shaving Cream Soap 


NEW lathering medium. Heals 
—cleans—and feeds the skin 
. while ‘athering. Made of 
Glycerine and Cocoanut Oil. 
Makes thick creamy lather, softens 
beard que, contains no alkali. 
Leaves face delightfully smooth 
and cool. Price, 25¢ Tube. At All Dealers. 
Send,\2-c stamp for sample. 
The Rubberset Company 
48 Ferry St. Newark, N. J. 





25. Federal labor 9465, tax, J, f, 08, $2.10; 


S38 ssS8 8S$S BSBESBSBESS 


4 f, $2,10.. 
Local 15, lithogra phers prot and beneficial 
asso of U 8S and Van, donation to legal de- 
fense fund 
Local 47, typographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 270, American federation of musicians, 
donation to legal defense fund 
. intl bro of boilermakers, iron shi 
builders, and helpers of A, eacrmanae oO 
legal defense fund 
Granite cutters intl asso of A, West Point, 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund 
Central labor upion, Woonsocket, R I, do- 
nation to legal defense fand 
Local 157, bartenders, donation to legal de- 
fense fund... 
Loca! 245, typographical ‘union, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund 
Central trades council, Marion (Ind) local 
29, flint glass workers, $5; Marion (Ind) 
molders, $3; Marion (Ind) moldmakers 
flints, $2: Marion (Ind) ty eens, $1; 
donation to legal defense 
United trades and labor council, Buffalo, 
N Y, donation to legal defense fund 
Central federated union, New York, N Y, 
donation to legal defense fund 
Local 50, intl bro of teamsters, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 44, upholsterers int! union of N A, do- 
nation to legal defense fund 
Granite cutters intl asso of A, Concord, 
N H, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 499, intl asso of machinists, donation 
to legal defense fund 
Local §9,intl bro of maintenance of way 
employes, donation to legal defense fund 
Loeal 2, inti union of united brewery work- 
men of U 8, donation to legal defense fund 
Local 18, bricklayers, masons, and plaster- 
ers union of Massachusetts, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 75, united garment workers union of 
A, donation to legal defense fund... 
A friend, Vastingten, DC, donation ‘to legai 
defense fu 
Local 39, SS ‘pressmens ‘union, “dona- 
ae to egal defense fund 
| 441, "cmnel asso of street and électric 
a Sk) awe « of A, donation to legal 
defense fun 
Local 602, bartenders union, ‘donation to 
legal defense fund 
Local 477, journeymen barbers, donation to 
legal defense fund 
= my journeymen tailors union, dona- 
to legal defense fund . 
At Mont, butchers union, ‘donation 
efense fund 
— intl } nme of N A, dona- 
defense 
= yay! tie ee and billers 
donati ion to legal defense fund 
71, printin Z pomeanse and assistants 
a ation to legal defense fund 


25. Local 28, intl union of steam engineers, dona- 
tion to 1 defense fund 
21,¢ bottle blowers asso of U 
and Can, donation to 1 defense fund... 
Local 1494, united bro of carpenters and 
joiners of A, donation to legal defense 


fund 

Local 295, boot and shoe workers union, 
donation to legal defense fund... 

Local 78, intl bro of blacksmiths, donation 
to legal defense fund 

Local 1089, united mine workers of A, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

1 1280, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund .. 

Local 89, operative plasterers ‘intl asso, dona- 
tion to legal defense fund 

Local 27, Sores intl union of A, dona- 
tion to! fund 

Local 16, intl asso of bridge and structural 
— workers, donation to legal defense 

nD 

Local 877, intl molders union, donation to 
legal defense fund... 

Local 877. intl bro of ‘boilermakers, ‘jron 
shipbuilders, and helpers of A, sremamnanenne 
to legal defense fund.. 

Local 62, bakery and confectionery work- 
ers intl union, donation to legal defense 

n 

Local 36, int! alliance theatrical stage em- 

pore. donation to legal defense fund... 

249. intl bro of boilermakers, iron 
shipbuilders and helpers of A, donation to 
legal defense fund 

Local 24, carpenters and pamats donation 
to legal defense fund...... 

Local 960, united bro of carpenters and. join- 
ers of A. donation to legal defense fund 

Edward Lynch, Cheboygan, Mich, donation 
to legal defense fund - 

Local 194, coopers intl union 0 
tion to legal defense fund 

Loca! 106, ty pographical union, donation to 
legal defense fund 

. Hat trimmers a, tax, feb, '09, $1. ses é La 
$1.75; sup, $1 ietncleiatl 

Trades council, “Latrobe, *, Pa, tax, ‘m,i 
09, $2.51; sup, $10 .. sae 

Tin plate int! pi * “tax, 0, n, 4. 

Intl union of cutting, die and cutier mak- 

ers, tax, of," 

Intl ‘asso of steam. hot water fitters and 
helpers, tax, j. f. 

ee labor’ tt, “Independence, “Kan, 

x, m, 
Trades and labor council. La Crosse, Wis, 


tax, o, n, d, 08, j, f, m, 09... ... aii a0 
Central labor union, Michigan City, Ind, 
Federal’ Ia labor 10746, tax, f, m, *00, $2.80; t 
le labor 12544, ‘tax, "0, 'h, a r "$1.05; a f, 


Ladies straw and pit hat ‘workers 12676, tax, 
Jan, '09, $7.50; @ £, $7.50...........cccccseceseeees gosescese 
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Attleboro, 
Mass. 


Frank Mossberg Co. 


MANUFACTURER OF 


Wrenches and Bells, Sheet Metal Stampings 
Punching and Forming Dies, Special Tools and Machinery 











































2. Telephone operators 12762, sup.....................+ $1000 26. Local 6, American federation of eummsemend 
ay a oer toposes strippers 10227, tax, donation to legal defense fund. ....... $20 00 
00, $3.25: d 25. 6 50 Local 166, order of railwa conduct 
> inapester ies tax, feb, "109, “$14.50; a L nation to legal defense fund... ; 5 00 
14.50... 29 00 Gypsum workers 12744, BUP.... ...........-.-cc--e0 74 
Central trades and labor ‘council, “Tulsa, ° ru er union, Adams, Ma , tax, D, 
Lenni donation to legal defense fund......... 10 00 OBJ on ey er Se 250 
8, typograpbical union, donation to Federal labor 8162, tax, j, f, m, ’09, $1.20; df, 
legal I  cnanes | | en ° SIR RRee ee Rater Se eee 24 
Local 101, typographical union, donation to Federal labor 12741, tax, feb, ’09, $2.70; d f, 
legal ds Since lateiesaniece <a TEe eongnese 5 40 
Local 26, American federation of musicians, Foremens blasters 11955, tax, n, d, $2.60; d f, 
donation to legal defense fund.................... 5 00 5 00 
Local 126, American federation of musicians, Newspaper mail deliverers 9463, ‘tax, “dec, 
donation to legal defense fund.. T Dn )6)h|6!;$llLlll tll ee 90 00 
Local 56, railway conductors, donation to Intl Leia an wees laborers 
legal defense fund........ 10 00 union of A, tax, dec, 08, jan 100 00 
Local 397, order of railway conductors, dona- Federal labor 8227, tax, feb, "09, $1; “a f Bi; 
nation to legal defense fund....................... 200 donation to legal ‘defense fund, te hie anette 400 
1 2, journey men tailors union, donation Telephone operators 12402, SUP .............-0.-..--++- 36 
I icinrisnccciicnnsneianitiibinsionsseunsen 10 00 Railroad — rs and laborers 12487, tax, feb, 
Granite cutters intl asso of A, Waterbury, 08, $1; d f, $1; sup, 50c..... 250 
Vt, donation to legal defense fund............. 5 00 Central trades and labor council, Roanoke, 
Local 2, quarry workers intl union of N A, Va, donation to legal defense fund .. 25 00 
donation to legal defense fund.. 10 00 Trades and labor council, Leavenworth, 
Local 21, prtatiss pressmens union, “dona- Kan, tax, Jan, 09, to and ‘incl dec, 09, $10; 
tion to legal defense fund...................-.000000 10 00 donation tot | defense _ * aren 15 00 
Local 4, bricklayers, plasterers, and stone Newspaper carriers, 12062, tax, jan, 09, $1.95; 
masons union, Me, donation to legal de df fi ; donation to legal defense fund, $5 8 90 
| LEER LT a EI 5 00 Street sewer and Fen G7 50, cneevesas labor- 
Local 278, boot and shoe workers union, do- ers 11603, tan), f, $7.50; dona- 
nation to legal defense fund ... 10 00 tion to | @fense LUN, $5 on. vec cseee.seeve 20 00 
=” 61, int! asso of machinists, ‘donation Trades an Mier council Tan Ill, dona- 
Lio legal defense fund.. 5 00 tion to legal defense glee a rescore 10 (0 
282, united mine workers of re “dona- Trades council, Jeannette, Pa, donation to 
tion to legal defense fund.. 25 00 legal defense fund...............-...-creeeeseseerereseeeee 5 
| 77, intl union shipwrights, joiners, eo barbers union of Bridgeport, 
and caulkers of A, donation to legal de- Conn, donation to legal defense fund ........ 200 
Trini -ateeemesinacceinerdsions eotngmaienesenns 5 00 Local 497, intl asso of machinists, donation 
Local 198, int! bro of teamsters, donation to to legal defense fUNG ..... -.......0--ceeeeeocceereeeee 5 00 
legal defense fund.. 5 00 Local 484, amal asso of street and electric 
Local 227, united garment workers of A, do- railway ‘employes of A, donation to legal 
nation to legal defense fund 2 00 i ictien-nceniccnnstpnenrioreete<.ostenaventnincinee 100 
| 408, cigarmakers union, donation to Intl Mpr 4 workers prot asso, donation to 
legal defense fund.. 8 00 legal defense fund . 25 00 
i—_ 492, journeymen ‘barbers inti union of Loca! 33, cigarmakers int] union of A, dona- 
A, donation to legal defense fund... ............ 200 tion to legal defense fund.....................000-.00«. 5 00 
| 429, journeymen barbers int! union of 222, typographical) union, donation to 
A, donation to egal defense fund... 2 00 legal defense fUnd..............00-c0cs-ersee-cesercseres 5 00 
Local 1608, united bro of carpenters and join- Patiernmakers asso of Tacoma, Wash, do- 
ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 6 00 nation to legal defense fund...... ................ 5 00 
Local 959, ‘united bro of carpenters and —_ Local 289, journeymen tailors union, dona- 
ers of A, donation to begal defense fund..... 5 00 tion to legal defense fund................00.--.-..++ 5 00 
1 293, cigarmakers union, donation to Local 215, bro of railway clerks, donation to 
legal defense fd .........-csecc. vesosseeeoessesse-ceeee 1 00 legal defense fund ..............0..+. 1 00 
182, cigarmakers intl union of A, do- Central labor union, Hudson, 
nation to legal defense fund.....................-+ 200 tion to legal defense fand.. 200 
Local 171, intl union of steam engineers, do- Loca! 60, intl bro of boilermakers, iron sbi 
nation to legal defense fund...................0+++- 5 00 builders and helpers of A, donation 
1 179, ama! sheet metal workers int! al- legal defense fund .. 8 00 
Hanes, donation to legal defense fund.. 5 00 Local 7, travelers goods | 
| 87, bakery and confectionery workers workers intl union of A, donation to — 
intl union of A, donation to legal defense defense fund ..... 2 00 
fund .. 5 00 Local 314, cigarmakers intl union 
Local 28, ‘street. hackmens ‘union, donation nation to legal defense fund ....................++ 8 00 
to legal defense £004 ......-..c. cecss esvsecssesseeeons 10 00 Labor council, fronton, Ohio, donation to 
Local 27,amal glass workers int! asso of A, legal defense eller ec nies ¢ setae ioe 1 00 
donation to legal defense fund................... 5 00 Trades and labor assem, Ottumwa, Iowa, 
Local 33, quarr greens union, donation to donation to legal defense fund................... 5 00 
legal defemse TUNG........-ccscceseescse-evessue ovveeseens 10 00 192, intl moiders union, donation to 
Stonecutters save Buffalo, N Y, donation legal defense fund. ........... 10 00 
I estes 10 00 Local 120, iron and brass molders ‘union, ‘do- 
Local 69, stove mounters and steel workers nation to! defense fund...... ....-..0-cesseee 5 00 
intl union, donation to legal defense fand 5 00 Local 142, int! molders union, donation to 
613, united mine workers of A, dona- legal defense fUnd...............cceeeegecereeneeeeeneeree 5 00 
tion to legal defense fund................ 00-0000 5 00 Luca 1 129, intl _molders union, donation to 
Local 111, amal asso of street and electric lega: nd.. 5 00 
railway employes of A, ) donation to legal iaen 190, journeymen barbers inti union of 
defense fund... 10 00 A; donaiion to legal defense fund............... 100 
16, piano and organ workers inti Local 821, journeymen barbers intl union, 
union of A, donation to legal defense fand 10 00 donation to legal defense fund........-..00--00»-« 1 00 
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HUNTER 
WHISKEY 


ands 


THE STANDARD OF EXCELLENCE 
FOR OVER FIFTY YEARS. A BLEND 
OF MARYLAND'S FINEST STRAIGHT 
RYE WHISKIES. 


GUARANTEED UNDER THE 
PURE FOOD LAW. 


Sold at all first-class cafes and by jobbers. 
WM. LANAHAN & SON, Baltimore, Md. 








27. Local 1674, united mine workers of A, dona- 














tion to legal defense fund. $2 50 
Local 2140, united mine workers ‘ofA, “dona- 

tion to legal defense fund.. 5 00 
Local 978, united mine workers of a: “dona- 

tion to legal defense fund.. 5 00 
Local Ll, journeymen horseshoers, donation 

to legal I i rcnccgnnstvenvestiniinititntiteneniinns 10 00 
Local 381, amal asso of street and electric 

railway employes of A, donation to legal 

defense fund.. 10 00 
Local 150, journeymen tailors. union of. a 

donation to legal defense fund.. 6 00 
Local 76, natl bro of operative potte! ic- 

nation to legal defense fund....................000 6 00 
Loca! 879, ur ited bro of carpenters and join- 

ers of A, donation to legal defense fund..... 5 00 
Local 471, intl bro of boilermakers, iron ship- 

builders and ~ of A, donation to 

legal defense fUd...............-ccccerececceeereeeeeers 10 00 
Local 488, cigarmakers int! union of A, do- 

nation to legal defense fund.. 200 
Local 19, intl union of the united ‘brewery 

workmen of U8, donation to legal defense so 

fun 
Local 08, ‘A merican federation of musicians, 

donation to legal defense fund.. 2 00 
Loca! 47, glass bottle blowers asso of US and 

Can, donation to legal defense fund.. 615 
Loca! 164, intl bro of blacksmiths, donation 

to legal defense fund.................ccccecececeeceeneee 100 
Loca , boot and shoe workers union, do- 

nation to legal defense fund...................cee+- 500 
Granite cutters int! asso of A, Monson, 

Mass, donation to — defense fund......... 5 00 
Mr and Mrs M Donaldson, El Reno, Okla, 

donation to legal defense fund.................... 2 00 
Local 162, typographica! union, donation to 

legal SITs sscinsdcnindhsichic etisiptenlenans 5 00 
Local 234, journeymen tailors union of A, 

donation to legal defense fund.................... 200 
Suspender workers 9480, sd ese wer 7 50 
Small supplies.............. 7 36 
Advertisements, IID adatenssadianesaaatalioce 1,001 69 
Subscriptions, AM FED................ eovenesy 68 65 
Premiums ON DONAB...........ceceeerveseee 177 76 

$161,414 66 


EXPENSES. 
2. one | ¥ jo rent, on nag ppecuwes 
oon aiing expenses. Henry id” Walker, 
$40.28 Hahn, $49.35; James nard, 


( 
Terry, $48; Hugh Fra 47; H L Eich- 
3 ae rger, : Samees "E ‘Roach. $62.48; CO 
Herman Robinson, $18.42; 


ite eer 2-05 


oF 


NDEI. nares ocas oo ceseabinianialiaetehaat tx 
5 ed expenses, Thos F Tracy........ 
Organiaing expenses, E T Flood, id Stuart 
$63.10; Frank McCarthy, 55; M 

Grant Blamabitom, GULGG..........cvcrcccccccess 
r——- - bonds i Mitchell, 
ap orrison, Buck Stove an Range co 
case, eeeroe ms. aase 
Carpenterin 
Hauling, G 





carpenters ], Henry A Pohiman, secy..... 
Organizing expenses, M Grant Hamiiton__ 
Costs and attorne ag Sone in appeal case(BS & 

R Co), Ralston & Siddons.................. 
3,C00 2-c stampa, PO dept..................... 

Organizing expenses, Chas 8 Sullivan, $5; 

Jobn Rothery, $10; J D Pierce, $107.50; T H 
Flynn, $3; ugh Frayne, $54.47; Siuart 
Reid, $59.84; C O Young, $50.75; Cornelius 
IEE iiketae penhscaiud che dn endiebadiesh 
10. Costs and printing appeal in contempt case 
to court of appeals (BS & R Co case) Ral- 
Ce SD ax wih tccens esas dtindy coitieate 
Organizing exp 
ee Robinson, $82.59; W 
; H M Walker, $18.29; H L Kichel- 
aaa $49.75; John A Flett, $48.45; James 
Leonard, UE ttt e oe ee oa 
Carpentering work, G W Flather........... 
Supplies: 2 gro pens, $1.55; 4% doz erasers, 
ic; 1 inkstand, $1; 6 scrap books, $5.40; 3,000 
env, $2.10; 1 pr shears, $l; %4 gro pen hola; 
ers, $5.25; 100 sheets blot paper, $2.25; 
boxes bands, $1.30; 4 gro pen points, $3. 6; 
% gro erasers, $4. 50; l gro penas, oe 
ink eradicater, 60c; 3 doz pencils, $1.50. . 

ll. Organizing expenses, Santia ago Igiesias.. 
Translating German, Louis Faber.. ....... 
—— expenses, Cal Wyatt, $50.10; E F 

00d, $68: John J Fitzpatrick, _ “Sew 
Evening and Sunday Star, oct 1 to feb 1, AC 

13. mA... © 
Hauling, GW Piather..........2.00 sessecse 
Printing bt onan 4% Grant Hamilton: 

nting 5,000 tuberculosis pam phlets, $87.50; 

2,000 instructions to organizers, $285; 8.000 

beter circulars, electrical workers, $18; 

The Trades Unionist................... .... 
Legislative expenses, Arthur E Sennen. . 

15. Legislative expenses, Thos FT 





Expenses tri Wilmington, Del and re- 
turn, Frank Morrison...................... 
1,000 3-c stam 


pe, POde pt 

Annual dues of Amer Political Science Asso, 
W W Willoughby, sec-treas................ 

ones expenses (Los Angeles), Arthur 


#00 8 Hou ~ atk 7 8: ET 
HE Eichelberger, $49.25; Thos H 


James L 


Tazelaar, $78.15 





2 50 
140 


Sale 4 one 
s 386 
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27. Postage on Am FED, P O dept 


17. OAne be cine 8, $2; 200 3-c stam ps, $6; Lage 
siamps, . tov ee siamps, $7 50; 200 6c 
stamps, iia: 200 &c stamps, $16; 200 lU-c 
~S  8  , ee eee ye 
Strike benefits for week ending june 2i, 
bovtle caners 10535, Eilile McCarthy, hg 
as expenses, W C Hahn, $18.50; 
Henry Walker, $50.50; John A Flett, 
$17.45; Cal Wyatt, $49.62 
. Legisiative expenses, Thos F Tracy 
Lettering windows, Wm Martin Clelland.. 
7 cuts, 2 electros, The Maurice Joyce Eng co 
Orga anizing expenses, C O Young, $50.25; 
basse .20 (Los Angeles); A A Hay, 


Cleaning pictiires and files, Robert Newell 
. Helper, Edward Burton 
Carpenterin 5 work, Geo = Fiather 
} tamer be W Filath 
nizing expenses (Los. Angeles), Wm E 
erry 
isiative expenses, Arthur E Holder... 
Telegrams, Posta! Telegraph cane co.. 
Telegrams, the Telegraph co ..... 
lee, Columbia Ice co.. 
Clippings, National Press Intl co. 
Towel service, Yowler Mfg co 
Se windows and doors, Leon L Ca- 


Binding 100 constitutions, $70; binding in 
full leather, 256 vol proc, $25. 75; eS 43 
books, $6.45; A Zichtl & Co.. a 

125 boxes, the Capitol Paper Box co. 

5 pocket maps, Brentanos.. 

tee February AM FED, Law Reporter 


porter co 
a ~w slips, compliments of, Law Re- 
porte 
1 Washingion directory, R L Polk & Co..... 
1,000 W hite cards, $1.50; 1 set guides, 60c; 1,000 
white cards and p , $4; Livrary Bureau.. 
1, Pi yi. stamps, $11. » I ,150 2-c stamps, $23; 


. 8 p= sub to Literary Digest, Funk & 
Wagnalls co 

Organizing expenses, John A Flett, $52.60; H 

M Walker, $48.60; Grant Hamilton, 

$70.15; Jacob Tazelaar, $64. 85; James Leon- 

ard, $69.60; James E Roach, $31.05; W C 

Hahn, $49. 15; Thos H Flynn, ” $54.52; Hu h 
Emmet T Flood, $51. 

29; H L Eicheiberger, 

boy .756; John Rothery, $3; Alex Fairgieve, 


. Organizing hn yy Cai Wyatt, $50.70; Her- 
man Robinson, $51.4 
. Legislative expenses, Thos F Tracy 
Organizing expenses, J D Pierce ... 
a= tax, A Fof L—C C Rogers, collec- 
tor 0 
1 halftone. of portrait, National Engraving 


Priniing 300 copies reprint of editorial, Law 

po 

Supplies: 1 perfection calendar pad, 25c; | 
sterling fountain pen, $5; 200 copies of 
Justice Wright's decision in contem pt pro- 
ceedings with decree, $12; 2 desk pads, 10c; 
1 qt paste, 75c; | doz straw “boards, eo ‘Law 
Reporter co. _ 

1 frame, Fred C Schaefer. 

Printing 2,100 copies reprint blanks, p c tax, 
Law Reporter co 

Sees 1 gross note books, $5; 1 rm no 

8 legal wove $1.20; 40 rms no 4 letter paper, 

$26; repairing typewriters, $35.65; Smith 
Premier Typewriter CO...........00.0+-e00- 

6 copies, 1908, FED building, A Zichtl & co. 

R R tare and expenses, feb, Samuel Gom pers 

400 pg ledgers, 500 pg ledgers, 600 pg ledgers, 
order book, A Zichtl & 


a expen ses (Looa Angeles), Wm E 
ei A 
Organizing expenses, C O Young.. 


. Matches, 
22c; oil, 24c; newspapers an 
80c; keys, 50c; curtains, #8c; towel rack, 
78c; extra rent, $7: boxes, $8.35; car tickets, 
$9.50; helpers, $16.20; hauling — 
$87.55, J Bernbard... pave 

Hauling Am Frep, J W Bernhard... 


lc; cuspidor, 20c; Postage due, 
magazines, 


eo s~550898 otleak 


SR RS g Ssseess seess 


Organizing expenses ( Los Ap Doak A Hay 
Hardware carpentering, G Flather ..... 
Cepeenns work and supplies, G W Fla- 


1¢0 oe —_ gs $% ae l-c stamps, $1; 100 2-c 
stamps, $2; P O dept 
4 weeks’ salary, Oftiee employes, E Valesh, 
$120; J —* » $0; R Lee Guard, $100; D F 
121; JW Bernhard, $129: LA 
; LA Sterne, $119.20; A L Me- 
Coy, $76.20; D L Bradley $76; Seinen Gal- 
laher, $92.25; (33¢ weeks) F L Faber, $64. 74; 
1M i - ier, ‘$5.80; MC Farmer, $72; I 
7 $64; (3 wee =), M M Connell. $27; 
A MeCielian, $70.84; Lauber, $68.37; 
W H Howlin, $82.33; A E Hawkins, el 
G A Boswell, $78.54; DJIN n, $65.18 
8 Thomas, $52; J E ‘Giles +033 26; = fee anes 
ER Brownley $16; a weeks) W 
bell, $31.44; B E rs, $87.75; Marion. 
Webster. rast: Bintth Lankford, $79.70; 
Francis K Carr, 
1 month’s salary, Samuel Gompers, pres. . 
1 month’s salary, Frank Morrison, secy.. 
Legislative expenses, Arthur E Holder... 
ae on advertising contracts for 


jan 

Expressage, U S Express co 

Printing, 1,000 letters to organizers, $9; 100 
letters circ defense fund, $3; 500 Jetters circ 
defense fund, $4; 2,000 letters circ electri- 
cal workers, $12; 5€0 cards, $2; correc- 
tions list of organizations, $12 50; 1 a 
stamped a Pe ab $15; 2, 
peals defense fund letters circ 
appeals batters, $7 ‘hoe 2,000 envelopes red 
lined, $32.50; 7.000 letter heads, pr nting. 
$3; 5,000 letter heads, reprint, $50; 
Trades Unionist 

Helper, Edward Burton 

bl stamping, filling, and mailing cir- 


ula 
4 weoke’ salary, legal defense fund, Lula 
Roberts, $14.25; (344) James B. Kane, $35. 47; 
(4) BL Calhoon, $12; (134) AB Harkin- 
son, $18; (344) Norman E Lynch, $82.94; 
(14%) C R Breneman, $12 
ae received and used, Frank Morri- 


RECAPITULATION, 


Balance on hand, February 1, 1909 

Receipts for month of February, 1909 
1 

Expenses for month of February, 1909 

Balance on hand, March 1, 1909 

General fund 

Defense fund 


FRANK,MORRISON, 


3 


3 #85 
38 Seen 


on 
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Secretary, A. F. of L. 





MAY MANTON PATTERNS 


Have won their way intothe best homes in the land, because 


they are the Most Perfect-Fitting Patterns in the Market 


Right in Quality 
Right in Design 
Right in Price 


For Sale by Agencies Everywhere ALL 10 CENTS EACH 


A catalogue containing 700 designs, 10c.; by mail, 15c. 


132-142 West 27th St., New York 


May Manton Pattern Company 
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FLORY HOISTING ENGINES | sums 


ELECTRIC 














oe S&S Seen 
R S83 


Se 
o 


Adapted for Contractors, Pile Driving, 
Bridge Building, Mines, Quarries, and 
Dredging :: :: Suspension Cableways 
:: 3: GET OUR CATALOG AND PRICES :: :: 


S. FLORY MFG. CO. :: ::' Bangor, Pa. 























To Consumers of 


LION 


Brand 
Condensed and Evaporated 


CH BRAS 
Sk S8ae 











fe MILK 
OVER $3,000.00 IN CASH PRIZES 
will be awarded to consumers of Lion Milk on April ist. 
24 66 Your grocer has just received a new shipment of milk 
78 which has a circular around each can giving full par- 
a ticulars. 
== The quantity of milk which has these circulars is 
limited, so do not fail to buy some at once and secure 
2s a part of this money. 
4 os WISCONSIN CONDENSED MILK CO. 
89 43 71 HUDSON STREET - ~- NEW YORK CITY 
125 23 
30 18 We Issue Surety Bonds Washington 


223% = THETITLE GUARANTY & SURETY COMPANY ’ 
1 L. HOME OFFICE, SCRANTON, PA., 516 SPRUCE STREET B rewery C om p any § 


men L. A. Watres, Pres.; Joseph A. Sinn, Mgr. Surety Dept.; J. H. Lew, Sec. 


Capital and S jus Over $1,000,000. ncies | 
\S oe’? al the Larwe Cities and to oa 


New York, N. Y., Fred C. Wil- E 
liams, Manager, 84William St.; 
Chicago, Ill., Harve G. Badge- 

The Rookery; Seattle, Wash., =e AD 


row, Resident — 725-7 

1 a a ar 2 
Jno. R. Scott, General Agent, 
Bailey Bidg.; Philadelphia, Pa., CR P RTER 
The Parker Company,General 
rene Pennsylvania Bidg.; 
Pittsburgh, Pa., Ball & Robe: 
General Agents, Frick Bidg. 
Annex; Washington, D. C.,Geo. ON DRAFT IN BARROOMS 
T. Parker Company, Colorado 
Bidg.; San Francisco, Cal., Dan 
F. Carter, Resident Manager, 
Merchants’ Exchange Bildg.; 
Dees, Cue. P. H. sate Se _paneger, Ranwey 
Exchange Bidg.; Kansas Cit o., L. H. Phis -, Gen- 
eral Agents, Fidelity Trust Bldg.; Des Moines, lowa, Ralph J. | Family Trade Supplied in Bottles Direct 
Badgerow, Resident Manager, Youngerman Bldg. ; Louisville, F B 
Ky. Samuel K. Bland, General Agent, Columbia Bidg. rom brewery 
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y/ 
LINEN COLLARS 


and CUFFS 


ARE STAMPED 


“Warranted Linen” 
ARE YOURS? 











UNION LABEL 
of the 


UNITED 
MATTERS 


OF HORTH AMERICA. 


W Sas yon are | 
Fhe Genuine Union Label is pe the four 
omety the same as a pos stamp. Ort a retailer 
loose labels in his possession and offers to put one in a hat 
phe LE WT ey —¥ -* Loose labels in retail stores 
are counterfeits. Cnertadt manufacturers are 
them gy -—4 AL €id of thelr scab-made hats, 
john B. Stetson Co., of Philadciphia, Pa., is a non-uaien 


JOHN A. MOFFITT, President. 





a Pun mas either soft or 
ion Label is sewed in & 


MARTIN LAWLOR, Secretary, Orange, N. J. 


as Waverly Piace, New Yerk City. 





Sipe’s Japan Oil 
Sipe’s Japan Spirits 


UNEQUALLED FOR ALL 
KINDS OF PAINTING 


In Daily Use By the Leading Painters, Decorators, 
Tinners, and Manufacturers 


JAMES B. SIPE & CO. 


Sole Manufacturers 


North Side, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 


“SAFETY” 


Insulated Wires and Cables 
FOR ALL PURPOSES 











THE SAFETY 
INSULATED WIRE AND CABLE CO. 
Bayonne, N. J. 





SAMUEL SWAN, Prest. . D. LENT, Vice-Prest, 
CHAS. F. TOWNER, Sec’y an Treas. 


THE 


David B. Crockett Company 


MANUFACTURERS OF 


FINE VARNISH poping cans 


Earethe ori 

nal and on , 
makersintheworld 
of Genuine Spar 
Composition, and 
Nos. 1 and 2 Pre- 
servative. These 
goods we have 
manufactured al- 
most thirty years, 
by a process exclu- 
siv ely our own, and after a formula which is an absolute 
secret known only to this company. As a result we have the 
best materials ever used as Varnishes. We warrant and will 
defend them against all comers. 


OF LATE YEARS, HOWEVER, 


others have taken advantage of the popatastty of our goods 
to bring out numerous imitations which are offered under 
the same or similar names. 

Avoid all such as they are pet in the same class with our Gen- 
uine Spar Composition and Nos. | and 2 Preservative in any 
res nd in all probability” will crack, soften, discolor, 
stick, peel, or otherwise ruin interior or exterior finish, 

Please s send to us freely for copies of our Architectural 
Hand-Book, Sample Boards, or samples of our ed 

If local dsalers < can not supply you, send direct to— 


THE DAVID B. CROCKETT COMPANY, 
Bridgeport. Cann., U.S. A. 
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HART & CROUSE 
COMPANY 


Royal Boilers 


New York 
Radiators 


BRANCHES: 


NEW YORK - 235 Water Street 
CHICAGO o.. $30 79 Lake Street 
COLUMBUS - Poplar and Henry Streets 
DALLAS - -_ - 659 Elm Street 
MINNEAPOLIS 742 Lumber Exchange 











METAL and 


METAL *9¢ DACKINGS 


Manufactured by THE 


GARLOCK PACKING CO. 


Main Office and Factory PALMYRA, N.Y. 
Branches: 

Philadelphia New York Baltimore 

San Francisco Boston Buffalo 

New Orleans St. Louis Kansas Cit 

Cleveland Denver Salt Lake City 

Chicago Pittsburg Etc., Etc. 














The Inventor's Universal Educator 


tells all about Patents, how to secure them. Has 


600 Mechanical Movements, also 
50 Perpetual Motions 


Every inventor should have acopy. Price, $1.00 by mail. 


ADDRESS 
FRED. C. DIETRICK, Ouray Building, Washington, D. C. 


The J. 2M. Haffen Brewing Co. 


Telephone “71 MELROSE” 
386-398 East 152d Street Corner Melrose Avenue 


NEW YORK 











Interlocking Rubber Tiling 





Is noiseless, non-slippery, waterproof, and 
thoroughly sanitary, more durable than stone 
or earthen tiles, elegant in appearance, manu- 
factured in a carefully selected variety of colors. 
Endorsed by the best architects and engineers. 
A perfect floor for business offices, banking 
rooms, court rooms, vestibules, halls, billiard 
rooms, smoking rooms, cafes, libraries, 
churches, hospitals, hotels, bath rooms, 
kitchens, etc. 

Samples, estimates, and special designs fur- 
nished upon application. 


Beware of infringers. Patented. 
Manufactured solely by 


NEW YORK BELTING & PACKING Co., Ltd., 
93 and 93 Chambers St., New York. 




















od SLPZ 
GLOBE TOBACCO CO. 


JETROIT, MICH, 


mors 2 O — = Cc 





SaCH4 > <~o MOFrZ «OZ 


The first brand of Union 
Tobacco ever produced 


SAVE LABEL FRONTS FOR PREMIUMS 
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LABOR LITERATURE 





FOR SALE AT 


American Federation of Labor 
Headquarters. 





No Compulsory Arbitration. 


By Samuet Gompers. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


Organized Labor; Its Struggles, Its Enemies, 
and Fool Friends. 


By Samuet GomPERs. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


The “ Philosophy of the Labor Movement.” 


By Geo. E. McNeiL__; together with “What Does Labor 
Want?” by Samuet Gompers. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


What Labor Could Do. 


By Joun Swinton; with “ Economic Conferences,” by 
Wa. Sater, and a letter of Hon. Amos J. CumMINGS. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


The Safety of the Future Lies in Organized 
Labor. 


By Henry D. LLoyp,of Chicago. (In English or German.) 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


Universal Education. 


By Senator Henry W. Bvair. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


Condition of Women Workers. 


By Ipa M. Van Etren. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


Why We Unite. 


Per copy, 2 cents; dozen, 20 cents; 100, $1.50. 


Report of Discussion on Political Program 
Denver Convention, 1894. 


Per copy, 10 cents. 


Report of Proceedings, A. F. of L. Conventions. 
Per copy, 25 cents; dozen, $2.50; 100, $19.00. 


The Union Label; Its History and Aims. 


Prize Essays, by WacTer MacArtuur, P. H. SHeviin, and 
Cuas, D. Hemminc. Per copy, 5 cents; 100, $3.00. 


History of Trade Unions. 


By Wa. Trant, M. A.; with a sketch of the National and 
International Unions of America, by P. J. McGuire. 


Per copy, 10 cents; dozen, 75 cents; 100, $5.00. 


Philosophy of Trade Unions. 


By Dyer D. Lum. 
Per copy, 10 cents; dozen, $1.10; 


The Eight-hour Primer. 


The Fact, Theory, and the Argument, by Geo. E.MCNgILL 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


The Eight-hour Workday. 
Its Inauguration, Enforcement, and Influences. 
By SamueL GoOmPERs. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


100, $9.00. 


The Economic and Social Importance of the 
Eight-hour Movement. 


By Geo. GuNTON. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 


100, $4.00. 
The Philosophy of the Eight-hour Movement. 


By Lemuet DanryiD. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 


Has the Non-Unionist a Moral Right to Work 
How, When, and Where He Pleases? 


By Frank K. Foster. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 


Trade Union Epigrams. 
Some Reasons for the Faith That is Within Us; by 
WALTER MACARTHUR. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


What Does Labor Want? 


By Samuet Gomprrs, together with “The Philosophy of 
the Labor Movement,” by Geo. E. McNeILt. 


Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


100, $4.00. 


100, $4.00, 


Some Reasons for Chinese Exclusion. 


Published December, 1901, by the American Federation 
of Labor, being a comprehensive review of the whole 
question. 

Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 


St. Louis Exposition—Catalogue of A. F. of L. 
Exhibit, History of Movement to May 1, 1904. 


By Samuet GomPeERs. 
Per copy, 5 cents; dozen, 50 cents; 100, $4.00. 


100, $4.00. 


In order to organize Labor’s forces, we must educate the workers. 


Send for some of the above pamphlets. They will help the good work along. 
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The Dutch Boy 


Painter 





HE DUTCH BOY PAINTER 

T stands for honesty in paint mate- 
| _ rials and skilled workmanship in 
ZN painting. Every Influence be- 
hind the Dutch Boy Painter 
trade-mark is directed toward helping the 
trained workman against the pretender. 

@Property-owners who need paint to 
protect their buildings can not do better 
than to use Dutch Boy Painter White 
Lead and pure Linseed Oil. The good 
painter and good material are always the 
most economical in the end. 











= 
National Lead Co. 


CHICAGO 
ST. LOUIS 


BOSTON BUFFALO 
CLEVELAND 


NEW YORK 
CINCINNATI 


PHILADELPHIA (John T. Lewis & Bros. Co.) 
PITTSBURG (National! Lead & Oil Co.) 














F. JAMES REILLY, Treas. WM. F. REILLY, Manager 


JAMES REILLY’S SONS’ CO. 


General Electrical 
Rebairs 


122-130 CENTRE STREET NEW YORK 








: WORKERS 


Subscribe for the 


American Federationist 


And Secure Other Subscribers 
IT 1S YOUR MAGAZINE 


It defends your Interests and advocates your cause 
against that of any other body on earth, 
Published monthly at 


425-5 G St. N. W., WASHINGTON, D. C. 
$1.00 Per Year 10 Cents Per opy 


HYGRADE WINE COMPANY 


IMPORTERS AND DEALERS IN 
Wines and Liquors 
18 Stores in New York City 


“IF IT’S ON OUR LABEL 
IT’S TRUE”’ 























———————. SEND FOR PRICE LIST 


Ezsctve §, W. Cor. 96th Street and Broadway 
New York sac 


Beer and Ale Pasdnaes 


General Cooperage 
Supplies 
w 


BELL PHONE 


Rochester Cooperage Co. 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


